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LONDON, APRIL 17, 1869. 
————_~>-— 

THE DISCUSSION which took place in the House of 
Lords last week on the Life Peerage Bill of Lord Russell 
furnishes a most remarkable contrast to that occasioned 
in 1856 by the Wensleydale Peerage question, when, as our ; 
readers may remember, Lord Lyndhurst delivered one of 
his most celebrated speeches in favour of a rigid adher- 
ence to the hereditary principle. It is indeed true that 
even the most ardent supporterof Lord Lyndhurst might, 
without inconsistency, vote for Lord Russell’s mild and 
cautious measure. Between its provisions and the gene- 
ral application of the hereditary principle there is no 
necessary or absolute antagonism. But though votes 
reveal something of the opinion of the voters, they do 
not reveal all; and whatever be the fate of the 
recently-introduced measure, it has made one thing cer- 
tain—it has called forth an almost unanimous expression 
of opinion from peers of every shade of politics in favour 
of peerages for life, with more or less of limitation. It is 
evident that the House has changed its mind on the 
subject since 1856, and we venture to say that even the 
musical advocacy of Lyndhurst would be of little avail 
now to uphold the present state of things. There isa 
substantial agreement between Lords Russell, Cairns, and 
the Marquis of Salisbury that some change is impera- 
tively required. The controversy henceforth will not be 
om principles, but on the degree in which the principles 
universally agreed upon may be safely applied. 

Lord Russell proposes for the present a very limited 
application of them. According to his bill there will be 
power given to the Crown to create four life peerages 
in each year, the total number of creations not to exceed 
twenty-eight in all; and the classes whence the new 
peers are to be drawn are also limited.’ First come 
Scotch or Irish peers; 2ndly, M.P.’s of ten years’ stand- 
ing; 8rdly, distinguished officers in the army or navy; 
4thly, chiefs of any of the superior courts of law or 
equity in England, Scotland, or Ireland, retired puisne 
judges who have held their offices for two years, persons 
who have been Attorney-General of England or Ireland, 
or Lord Advocate of Scotland; 5thly, men distinguished 
in science, literature, and ait; and, 6thly, persons who 
have served the Crown with distinction for not less than 
five years, No strong objection can be made to any of 
these classes, although some of Lord Salisbury’s criti- 
cisms on their narrowness are worth attention, As far 
as we can gather from his short speech he would 
leave the Crown an unfettered discretion as to the 
Classes over which a selection might be exer- 
cised. Why, he says, should we indicate officers 
as especially deserving the royal favour? Army and 
Navy are amply represented already. Again, men of 
letters are not, as a matter of course, more likely to be 
competent legislators than other people. Some would 














say they are less likely. The best way would be to leave 
the matter entirely to the Crown, who should have a full 
power to reward merit wherever it is shown, whether in 
law, commerce, arms, or literature. The only limitation 
which, in Lord Salisbury’s opinion, is expedient, is as to 
number, and on that point he is in entire accord with 
Both .peers think, and, as we believe, 





Lord Russell, 


think rightly, that it is essential to provide a machinery 
for preventing an unscrupulous minister from “ swamp- 
ing ” a hostile chamber with new creations. 

There is one point in Lord Salisbury’s address which 
justly exposed him to the correction of Lord Cairns. He 
treated the House of Lords as, even in its present condi- 
tion, a “ representative ” assembly. But unless the term 
isused in the vaguest and most popular sense, such a 
description of the House is not in accordance with 
law or with fact. The Lorda, like the Commons, 
are an order or estate of the realm. But whilst the 
Commons are so numerous that it is necessary for them 
to elect a certain number of their body to represent them, 
the Lords are so few that all can actually sit to deliberate 
and vote. Itis this circumstance that rendered voting 
by proxy a justifiable, though, no doubt, an inexpedient, 
practice. A man who represents others ought to deliver 
his vote personally; he who only represents himself may 
make another his proxy with some show of excuse, In 
other words, a member of the House of Commons cannot 
bave a proxy, for, as Lord Coke observes, he is himself 
but a proxy for a multitude of other people, and the 
principle applies delegatus non potest delegari. 

There are many other consequences which flow 
from the non-representative character of the Honse, 
and among the chief is the maintenance of the hereditary 
principle. To this Lord Salisbury, and, indeed, every 
peer who spoke in the late debate, professed to be 
warmly attached, But if he succeeds in “ impress- 
ing on the country the fact that because we are not 
an elective House, we are not a bit the less a 
representative House,” wo give the hereditary peerage 
a short day. Fortunately for the prospects of success of 
the reform now proposed it can ke defended on grounds 
which will still leave the constitution of the House of 
Lords, as a whole, untouched, whilst it will, at the 
same time, increase its legislative and judicial 
efficiency, Lord Salisbury’s vision of a powerful Senate 
wielding a co-ordinate power with the House of Com- 
mons is seductive to the imagination of a man of 
genius and ambition. And it may some time or other 
be realised. But, if it is, a prediction may safely be 
hazarded, that the Senate will consist of life peers, and 
of life peers only. For such a consummation neither he 
nor any of his brother legislators are at present pre- 
pared, 





A CORRESPONDENT makes this week a very reasonable 
complaint against the Inland Revenue practice, in the 
matter of stamp duty on conveyances. A demand 
having been made which our correspondent considered 
unfounded, he appealed to the commissioners, who de- 
cided in his favour. Since then he learns that in sub- 
sequent cases procisely the same demand continues to be 
made. If his information is correct on this latter point 
the matter for complaint i3 serious. We have a right to 
expect the Commissioners to see that their decisions are 
communicated to and acied on by their underlings, 
When the commissioners have decided the principle on 
which the duty on a particular class of instruments is 
to be determined, itis too bad if their subordinates can 
persist in assessing the duty on another principle, thus 
placing the public in this dilemma, that they must 
either pay an improper charge or the expense of an ad- 
judication. 





THE CouRT OF CoMMON PLEAs in Ireland, at a sitting 
specially appointed for the purpose before term, has 
disposed of the question reserved as to the Youghal 
petition, and has decided the late election void. It is 
satisfactory that this result has been at last arrived at, 
for if this election had stood it would have been impos- 
sible to say that the new system had worked satisfactorily 
in Ireland at allevents. It appears, however, that at 
the trial Mr. Justice O’Brien had really decided much 
more against the respondent than he was supposed to 
have done, for he reported to the Court of Common Pleas 
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that the respondent had by his agents corruptly given 
refreshment in order to be elected. This, however, was 
prior to the dissolution of the late Parliament, and of 
course before the issuing of a writ for a new election, and 
the point reserved was only as to whether at this 
time the respondent was a candidate so as to bring the 
case within the terms of the Act of Parliament. It is 
somewhat remarkable that so very simplea question should 
be the only one which, so far, the election judges have 
thought it worth while to reserve for the opinion of the 
Full Court. When the words used in the interpretation 
clause to explain the meaning of the word candidate 
were put into the treating clause in place of that word, 
it at once appeared that the offence was equally com- 
mitted whether before or after the writ. 

The Brecon election petition has also been decided 
after a very short trial before Baron Martin. A very 
clear case of direct bribery by a person whom the 
respondent’s advisers were obliged to confess was an agent 
was proved, and thereupon the defence was abandoned. 
So far, therefore, as the actual decision went, there were 
no points of law to call for any comment, Baron 
Martin, however, proceeded to make some remarks upon 
@ subject which is doubtless of interest to many of our 
readers. Remarks had been made in the opening speech 
of the petitioner’s counsel on the large amount of law 
expenses returned as paid by the respondent. It was 
stated that one solicitor received 500 guineas for his 
services, and several others 100 guineas. Baron Martin 
appears to have said that this, if proved, would have 
been very like buying a borough, and would go far to 
invalidate the election. These remarks, which, as the 
point was not argued by counsel, and did not decide 
the case, were, of course, mere obita dicta, may probably 
rather have puzzled some readers, as the connection 
between retaining a solicitor and buying a borough is 
not very obvious. Probably, however, what the learned 
baron meant was that the payment of so large a sum 
would of itself go far to show that it was not a pay- 
ment for services to be rendered, but for influence to be 
exercised over the electors, and, therefore, was a pay- 
ment within the 3rd clause of the bribery section of the 
Corrupt Practices Act. That clause is directed against 
cases, much more frequent in former times than 
now, of persons who have such influence in par- 
ticular constituencies as to be able, if not actually 
to return their nominee, at all events to make 
his return very probable. A payment to such a 
person for his influence would be of course sub- 
stantially buying a borough. The clause in question is 
to the effect that every gift, etc., to any person in order 
to induce such person to procure or endeavour to pro- 
cure the return of any other person to Parliament shall 
be bribery. An exception is, however, made with regard 
to legal expenses bond fide incurred at or concerning any 
election. It would therefore in every case be a question 
of fact whether a payment to a solicitor was made bond 
Jide for his legal services and advice, or really to secure 
some special influence he was supposed to have over the 
electors. While in the latter case the payment would, 
properly enough, in our opinion, invalidate the election, 
in the former it wovld clearly be legal and proper in the 
present state of the law ; and, moreover, whatever changes 
may be made we believe our legislators will find it im- 
possible to make such payments illegal or to dispense 
with legal assistance at elections. Several of the recent 
election trials have clearly shown the value of proper 
professional advice, and although in the case under dis- 
cussion at Brecon the numerous body of solicitors en- 
gaged did not succeed in getting the election of their 
client so conducted as that it would stand the ordeal of an 
election petition, yet to theircreditit is tobesaid that there 
appear to have been none of the colourable devices prac- 
tised which are frequently adopted for evading the Cor- 
rupt Practices Acts, The election was avoided for direct 
bribery, which it required no legal adviser to declare il- 
legal, and which, of course, was carried on without the 





| sanction or knowledge of any of the legalagents. As re. 
gards the amount of usual retaining fee paid to solicitors, 
it is instructive to notice an action recently brought in’ 
the Queen’s Bench, and which has been referred to ar. 
bitration. There a solicitor had declined the lump sum 
of 100 guineas, said to be the usual fee, and had made out 
his charges item by item, as in an ordinary bill of costs, 
Made out in this way they came to over £300. This 
sufficiently shows the amount of work often expected from 
a solicitor retained on behalf of a candidate at a con- 
tested election. 





Ir APPEARS THAT AN INQUIRY is to be made into the 
condition of the City Central Gas Consumers’ Company, 
now notorious from tbe fact that, unfortunately for its 
shareholders, the Mr. Benjamin Higgs, who recently 
absconded, was one of its employes. It is stated that Mr, 
Higgs had appropriated the company’s funds to the ex- 
tent of £50,000 or upwards. It may be asked whether, 
if the liability of the directors had been unlimited, ag 
in the French system which we have so often advocated, 
such a proceeding would have been allowed to escape 
detection. 





SINCE OUR LAST PUBLICATION the Married Woman's 
Property Bill (a copy of which will be found in our last 
week's issue*) has passed its second reading withonta 
division, and has been referred to a Select Committee, 
If our readers will refer to our remarks made on this 
subject when the matter was before the public last 
year,} they will readily perceive that this is precisely 
the issue which we desired, and if they take the oppor- 
| tunity of referring, at the same time, to the debate of 
| last Wednesday, they will find in the views expressed by 
the speakers on all sides a singular concurrence with 
the principle of our argument—viz., that what is de- 
sired is protection for the earnings of married women 
who are working for themselves or their families, and 
that the only real question is whether that can be efli- 
ciently done by so simple a provess as that proposed by 
this bill. We are still of opinion that it cannot, and 
that, desirable as it is that something should be done, 
and without unnecessary delay, the passage of this bill 
in its present form would introduce evils certainly not 
less formidable than those which it is designed to re- 
move. Indeed, this was almost explicitly admitted by 
the Solicitor-General, and not in fact denied by the 
Recorder, whose advocacy of the measure, of which he 
has at present charge, was carefully confined to the prin- 
ciple involved, and who seemed almost to parade as one 
of the recommendations of his proposal his willingness 
to submit the bill to the disintegrating process of a 
Select Committee. 

Examining the bill by the principles above enunciated 
it will be at once apparent that it goes too far and not 
far enough: too far, because it does not limit its action to 
“earnings” and cases of married women living apart 
from their husbands; and not far enough, because 
it provides no machinery for determining, as betneen 
a woman and her husband's creditors, the question 
what portion of a,common fund not in any manner ear- 
marked is to be sacred from the payment of his just debts. 
The bill would legalise in every case such gross frauds 
as that which Mr. Jessel narrated to have occurred within 
his practice, and by the “ private room” proviso of the 
8th clause would seem even to go out of its way to pre- 
vent the truth from being discovered by the present or 
possible creditors of the husband. Some of the opponents 
of the measure seemed to think it would be a hardship 
upon the husband; we confess we do not think so; on 
the contrary, it appears to us that the operation of the 
4th, 5th, and 9th clauses will be to enable every married 
couple in the kingdom, who may be so minded, to set 
their creditors most completely at defiance. If a creditor 
should recover against the husband he will be unable 


+ 1258, J. 691. 











* Ante, p. 462. 
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(now that process of ca. sa. is to be abolished) to 
obtain any fruit of his judgment, for he will 
hardly venture to seize on any of the property ostensibly 
in his possession with the prospect of such a bill as that 
described by Mr. Jessel looming in “the near future ”; 
while, on the other hand, any attempt to sue the wife 
will be promptly met by non assumpsit, and proof that 
she was merely his agent in any orders she may have 
given; while any argument derived from the expendi- 
ture of money by him will be answered by showing that 
she had permitted him to receive and spend her income, 
so long as he did not “ fritter any of it away in the pay- 
ment of debts.” 

The 6th clause of the bill also appears to us quite un- 
called for and out of place. It may or may not be de- 
sirable to abolish a husband’s right to be sole beneficiary 
as well as administrator in case of his wife’s intestacy, 
but it is a question quite foreign to the scope of this bill, 
which, so far as the married woman is concerned, gives 
her all she can require or desire in removing all obstacles 
to her power of testamentary disposition. The law of suc- 
cession to the personal estates of intestates is a distinct 
subject by itself, which is no more germane to the 
matter in hand than the abolition of the distinction 
(ridiculous enough, in all conscience) between the inci- 
dents of a freehold estate and those of a term of 
50,000 years. 

The provisions of clause 11, also, for amending the 
Infant’s Marriage Act, though not so clearly out of 
place as the former, seem to refer rather to the dis- 
ability of infancy than that of coverture, and would, 
we think, be better placed in a statute for amending 
the law relating to infants. 

These may seem small objections, but in the 
prospect of the coming digest of law it is impor- 
tant that nothing be done unnecessarily to com- 
plicate or confuse’ the arrangement of subjects; and 
none but those who have tried it can tell how enormous 
are the difficulties, in even so comparatively small a 
matter as the consolidation of statutes, which are created 
by a vicious collocation of enactments. We trust that 
the select committee before whom this bill wiil come 
will not feel any delicacy or timidity in altering and 
amending, and that we may see before the end of the 
present session a complete measure, protecting efficiently 
at once the property and earnings of married women 
whose husbands are not supporting them, and the just 
claims of creditors who have supplied to the united 
family goods or services needed for their common com- 
fort, convenience, or support. The present bill does 
neither. 





Mr. GoLpney has brought in a bill to amend the law 
relating to the election of coroners. We have not yet 
seen the bill, but we are very glad to see any movement 
in this direction, for if there be any one system which 
has become utterly unmanageable and inexpedient, it is 
that of electing coroners as they are now elected for 
counties, by the suffrage of the whole of the freeholders. 





Ir IS WITH GREAT SORROW that we include in our 
Obituary this week the name of Mr. G. Druce, Q.C., 
who died at six o’olock on Thursday morning, from the 
efiects of a fall from his horse. The legal profession 
have lost in him a sound lawyer, an able advocate, 
and one of the most popular men at the bar, and the 
country has lost one who would, when raised to the 
bench, have made a most excellent judge. 





THE REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON 
THE LAW OF NATURALIZATION AND ALLEGI- 
ANCE. 

No. II. 
The second clause of the report recommends that the 
rule contained in the first clause should apply to those 

British subjects now naturalized in foreign countries as 





well as to those who may hereafter become so ; but that 
any person naturalized before this proposed alteration of 
the law should be allowed within two years to declare 
his desire to remain a British subject in manner pre- 
scribed in the clause, with this limitation, that (unless 
permitted by the state of his naturalization tu extinguish 
his acquired allegiance) he shall not be entitled to claim 
the privileges .of a British subject when within the 
boundaries of that state. The third clause recommends 
the abrogation of the existing incapacity of aliens to 
hold lands, excepting to the limited extent enacted by 
7 & 8 Vict. c, 66. Two grounds are assigned for this 
change—Ilst. That if the rule is retained provision would 
have to be made to exclude from its operation aliens who 
might become so by being naturalized abroad; and 2nd. 
That the grounds formerly assigned for the rule are 
either untenable in themselves or have ceased to be ap- 
plicable. A third reason might have been given—that, 
as we mentioned last week, the rule operates to keep 
manufactures out of the country which would otherwise 
come into the country. Weare the less disposed to differ 
from the alteration proposed by the commissioners, in 
that it would assimilate the law in England on this head 
with that in most of the colonies, and also with that of 
France and many other European states, 

The fourth clause is the longest and most important. 
After stating that by the common law all persons of 
whatever parentage born within the dominions of the 
Crown are British subjects, and that all other persons are 
aliens, but that by statute the children and grandchildren 
born abroad of natural-born subjects are deemed to be 
natural-born subjects to all intents and purposes, the 
commissioners recommend— 

1. As to persons born within the dominions of the 
Crown: 

(a) All persons born within the:dominions of the 
Crown should be regarded by British law as subjects by 
birth, except children born of alien fathers and registered 
as aliens. 

(6) Provision should be made for enabling children 
born within the dominions of the Crown of alien fathers 
to be registered as aliens, and children so registered 
should be thenceforth regarded as aliens. The child, if 
not so registered on his birth, or during his minority, by 
his father or guardian, should be permitted to register 
himself as an alien at any time before he has exercised 
or claimed any right or privilege as a British subject. 

(c) If the father, being av alien when the child was 
born, becomes during the child's minority naturalized as 
a British subject, the child, though registered as an alien, 
should follow the condition of the father. 

2. As to persons born out of the dominions of the 

Crown— 
: (a) Every child born out of the dominions of the 
Crown, whose father at the time of the birth was a 
British subject, should be regarded by British law as by 
birth a British subject, provided the father were born 
within the dominions of the Crown, but not otherwise. 

(+) Provided that any such person as aforesaid who, 
according to the law of a foreign country, is a subject or 
citizen of that country, and who has never exercised or 
claimed any right of privilege as a British subject, should, 
in tae administration of British criminal law, be treated 
as a subject of the country in which he was born. 

(c) Aud if any such person charged with a criminal 
offence for which an alien would not be liable to be tried 
should successfully defend himself on the ground that he 
was not, in respect of the act alleged, amenable as a 
British subject to the criminal law of this country, he 
should be thenceforth to all intents and purposes ar 
alien. 

(@) If before the child’s birth the father had become 
naturalized in the foreign country, he would, under our 
previous recommendations, have ceased to be a British 
subject. If he should become so naturalized during the 
child’s minority the child born abroad should follow the 
condition of the father. 
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(ce) By the statute 12 & 18 Vict. c. 68, provision is 
now made for the registration at British consulates abroad 
of marriages of British subjects celebrated abroad, and 
Official copies of such registers are made evidence in the 
courts of this country. We think that a similar system 
of registry with the like legal effect. should be adopted 
for the purpose of procuring evidence as far as prac- 
ticable of births and deaths of British subjects abroad, 
due provision being made for securing accuracy of such 
registration; and we further recommend that such re- 
gistries should be established in all British legations as 
well as consulates. 

The fifth clause treats of naturalization, which, if 
aliens were made capable of holding real estate, would 
be sought only to gain political rights. The commis- 
sioners recommend that certificates of naturalization, 
carrying all the rights and privileges of a British subject, 
should be granted by the Secretary of State to all aliens 
who apply to him, provided they have resided a certain 
time in the United Kingdom or served under the British 
Crown. In requiring previous residence in the United 
Kingdom or service under the Crown for a definite 
period before an alien can be naturalized, the commis- 
sioners follow the American and French rules, the 
former of which requires five years’ residence and the 
latter three. In Austria and Prussia, by being appointed 
to any public office an alien becomes at once naturalized. 

The chief provision of the sixth clause is that British- 
born subjects who have lost their nationality by naturali- 
zation abroad, shall be re-admitted to the privileges of 
British subjects by the Secretary of State, provided they 
have resided a certain time in the United Kingdom, and 
intend to continue so resident; but should they return 
to the country of their naturalization they are not to 
enjoy British privileges unless by the laws of that 
country they shall have ceased to be citizens thereof. 

The seventh clause states that the object of the com- 
missioners is to obviate as far as possible the incon- 
veniences of a double allegiance; but as they are aware 
that this cannot be done by British legislation alone, 
they recommend that the co-operation of foreign govern- 
ments be solicited in order to procure if possible the 
adoption of a uniform rule to decide nationality through- 
out the whole world, 

The eighth clause simply recommends the abolition of 
tho jury de medietate lingue. 

Such being the recommendations of the Report, it now 
becomes necessary to notice the fact that although all the 
commissioners have signed it, yet three of their number, 
Baron Bramwell, Mr. Bernard, and Mr. Vernon Har- 
court, dissent from certain portions of it. Baron Bram- 
well and Mr. Bernard object to retaining the rule of the 
common law that the children of an alien father born 
within the dominions of the British Crown is a British 
subject. Their reasons for this objection they have 
stated in their joint dissent to be, first, that such a law 
tends to produce that double allegiance which the Com- 
missioners express themselves desirous to extinguish; 
and, secondly, that although none of the duties of a 
British subject could practically be enforced against a per- 
son whv, though born here, had always resided in the 
foreign country to which his father belonged, yet such a 
person could always claim the rights of a British subject. 
They, however, are of opinion that where the father, al- 
though an alien, was born within the British dominions, 
the child, likewise born within the British dominions, 
should be deemed a British subject. 

Mr. Vernon Harcourt goes in for a long and wordy 
dissent to himeelf, the substance of which is, that, firstly, 
Mr. Vernon Harcourt objects to the rule of the common 
law, from which Baron Bramwell and Mr. Bernard dis- 
sent, and suggests that the children born within the 
realm of fathers born abroad shall be deemed aliens; 
but such children should become British subjecte— 
(1) upon the naturalization of their fathers ; (2) 
upon their being themselves naturalized either by 
their fathers during minority or by themsclves at full 





age. Secondly, Mr. Vernon Harcourt, although he con- 
curs in the principle laid down in section 4 of the. 
Report (and quoted above) that the children born 
abroad of British fathers should be regarded as British, 
subjects, yet doubts the expediency of the declaration 
in the same section that in the administration of British, 
criminal law such cbildren are, under certain circum. 
stances, not to be treated as British subjects. He con- 
siders that the term “subject ’’ implies subjection to the- 
laws of a community, and consequently that if a person 
is a British subject he must be amenable to the British 
criminal law. He does not, however, object to the theo- 
retical idea which is embodied in the apparent anomaly 
suggested by the section ; only he thinks that it should 
be worked out in a different manner. 

In order to place naturalization and allegiance upon a 
thoroughly satisfactory footing as far as this country is. 
concerned it will be necessary, as suggested in clause 7 
of the Report, to invite the co-operation of other 
countries. If we legislate alone the advantage will be 
trifling compared to that which would result from the 
establishment of one uniform system throughout the 
civilised world; but such uniformity is practically im- 
possible if we continue to claim as British subjects all 
children born within the realm, and all the children of 
national-born fathers born out of the realm. The two 
things are inconsistent. If we claim as British subjects 
the children of French fathers born in the realm, how 
could we object if France claimed as French subjects 
the children of British fathera born in France. Lither 
we must continue to retain the old objectionable theory 
of double allegiance, or else we must adopt some such 
rule as that laid down by Mr. Vernon Harcourt and en- 
dorsed by implication by Baron Bramwell and Mr. Ber- 
nard. If naturalization is made easy, and expatriation 
permitted, there seems no valid reason why the proposed 
new rule should not work well. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner Wi1nsLow.) 
April 15.—Jn re C. H. Edmands. 

The bankrupt was a solicitor, of Lincoln’s-inn, formerly 
in partnership with Mr. Mayhew. His liabilities are stated 
at £13,484; the debts and property are estimated at 
£14,000. This was an adjourned sitting for examination 
and discharge. 

Mr. Plews, for the assignees, asked for time to investi- 
gate the accounts. 

His Honovr thought the application for time reasonable, 
and directed an adjournment. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Witu14M Furner, Judge of the Sussex County Courts, 
has been appointed a Deputy-Lieutenant for the county of 
Sussex, Mr. Furner was originally an attorney at Brighton, 
and while in that branch of the profession was judge of the 
Brighton Court of Requests; he was alsoa judge of the 
local court for the borough of Shoreham, and a commissioner 
of bankrupts for the Brighton district. In March, 1847, 
on the formation of the new county courts, Mr. Furner, 
who was still a solicitor, was appointed judge of circuit 
No. 51 (now No. 50), which embraces the county of Sussex 
within its jurisdiction. He was called to the bar at Gray’s- 
inn in May, 1851, and has been for some years a justice of 
the peace for the counties of Surrey and Sussex; ho is also 
one of the standing committee for framing the rules of tho 
county courte, 


Mr, Wiui1Am ALexanper Parker, of the Scotch Bar, 
has been gazetted Chief Justice of the island of St. 
Helena. Mr. Parker became a member of tho Faculty of 
Advocates in 1853, and last year received a judicial appoint- 
ment in one of the West African settlements. The Chief 
Justiceship of St. Helena is worth £700 per annum, and 
was last year conferred upon Mr. Joseph Stone Williams, 
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formerly Queen’s Advocate in Jamaica, in succession to the 
late Chief Justice Phelps. 

Mr. Epwin NartuantEt Dawes, solicitor, of Rye, Sussex, 
has been re-appointed Town Clerk of the ancient borough of 
Winchilsea, which has not been affected by the Municipal 
Corporations Act. Mr. Dawes was certificated as an at- 
torney in Trinity Term, 1831, and is also clerk to the magis- 
trates of Rye. 

Mr. Somers Cuarxg, of the firm of Clarke & Howlett, 
solicitors, of Brighton, has, been re-appointed Solicitor to 
the Brighton Board of Guardians. Mr. Clarke, who was 
certificated in Hilary Term, 1824, is also clerk to the Com- 
missioners of Land, Assessed, and Property Taxes of 
Brighton. 

Mr. Wituiam F. Warp, solicitor, of Fordingbridge, 
Wilts, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
oaths in Chancery in England. 


Mr. Joun Wrvsercu, jun., solicitor, of Liverpool, who 
recently resigned the clerkship to the Liverpool borough 
magistrates, has been appointed by the Bench to be Solicitor 
to conduct appeals and other cases on behalf of the magis- 
trates, on a salary of £200 per annum. The appointment 
is to be an annual one. Mr. Wybergh’s certificate as an 
attorney was issued in Easter Term, 1840. 


Mr. Witu1am Jackson, solicitor, of Oak Bank, Carlisle, 
has been appointed manager of the Carlisle and Cumber- 
land Bank, Mr. David Nelson, the late manager, having 
resigned from ill-health. Mr. Jackson (who was certificated 
in Easter Term, 1840) has accordingly resigned the clerk- 
ship to the Carlisle Bench of Magistrates, which he has held 
for many years. The emoluments of this office are over 
£100 per annum, with fees, and there are already several 
competitors in the field. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sramp Dury—Intanp Revenve Practice. 

Sir,—Some time since, I had occasion‘to stamp a convey- 
ance on chief rent after the execution of the deed by the 
grantors.. As the property to be sold was in mortgage, the 
rent was reserved to the mortgagees, who were, of course, 

arties to the conveyance. I was somewhat astonished, a 
ew days after I had sent the deed up to be stamped, to 
learn that, in addition to the ad valorem duty charged upon 
the reserved rent, the officers of the Inland Revenue de- 
manded 35s. as stamp duty upon the deed, upon the ground 
that the reservation of rent to the mortgagees was other 
matter, not incident to the sale and conveyance of the pro- 
perty sold, within the meaning of 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97. I 
endeavoured to argue the point with the officials, but 
obtaining no satisfaction from them, and the question being 
one of considerable importance to my client, I obtained a 
decision in my favour upon an adjudication stamp. 

I have recently learnt that the same demand is made from 
other persons in similar cases, and I wish to know how this 
arises. Is it because the Commissioners do not communi- 
cate their decisions to their subordinates ?—or is it that the 
public may be defrauded by being placed in the position 
either of incurring the expense of an adjudication (which 
in any event must be borne by them), or of paying the 
85s. because it is not worth while to contest the propriety 
of the demand ? Jesse Hamre, 

13th April, 1869, 





Tre “Law List.” 

Sir—The Zaw List for the year gives my namo as of 
Manchester, instead of Liverpool. It is an odd mistake, 
and one not likely to be discovered. As it is a reflection on 
aman not to take out his certificate, do me the favour of 
allowing me, as far as possible, to correct the blunder. 

Liverpool, 12th April, 1869. Trwpron Marrin, 

[We have noticed many errors in this year's Law List.— 





Court or Cuancery,—In consequence of the great press 
of business in the chambers of Vice-Chancellor Malins, the 


Lord Chancellor has authorized the appointment of an addi- | 


tional chief clerk, with the usual staff. ‘The Vice-Chancel- 
lor has appointed Mr. Prichard, of the firm of Prichard & 
Collette, of Lincoln's-inn-fields, to bo the now chief clerk. 


PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

April 9.—ZLife Peerages—A Dill by Earl Russell 
was read a first time. Earl Russell said it was 
not controverted that the Crown could create a peer 
for life, but the House had decided that the re- 
cipient of the patent could not sit and vote in that 
House. The right of the House to decide that question 
had, as Lord Lyndhurst pointed out in Lord Wensleydale’s 
case, remained unchallenged since the Duke of Hamilton’s 
case in 1711, and it could not be controverted, for though 
the House had, in 1782, overruled the resolution in the 
Duke of Hamilton’s case as void in law, that did not affect 
its right to decide whether or not a particular person should 
be entitled to sit and vote in the House. But it was in the 
power of their Lordships to reverse the decision of 1856, 
and to decide that a person created a peer for life might sit 
and vote there. It might be, as Lord Lansdowne had 
once suggested to him, that certain categories or 
classes should be limited, to whom only the power of 
the Crown should extend. He proposed that the number 
of life peers should not exceed twenty-eight, and that 
not more than four should be created in one year. The 
classes he proposed were—(1) Scotch and Irish peers; 
(2) persons who have sat ten years or moze in the House of 
Commons ; (3) officers of the army or navy; (4) persons 
appointed to preside in any of the superior courts of law or 
equity in England, Scotland, and Ireland, persons who have 
for a period of two years held the office of puisne judge in 
any of those courts and have retired from office, or persons 
who have held the office of Attorney-General in England or 
Ireland, of Queen’s Advocate or Lord Advocate in Scotland, 
and have ceased to hold it ; (5) men distinguished in litera- 
ture, science, or art; (6) persons who have been in the 
service of the Crown for not less than five years, and who, 
whether they have served in India or the colonies, or at 
home, have distinguished themselves by their talents and 
services, but who have no large fortune enabling them to go 
into a contest for a seat in the House of Commons, and who 
have no disposition to take part in party politics, but 
whose services to the Crown entitle them to some mark of 
favour. 

The Marquis of Salisbury, while thanking Earl Russell 
for introducing this bill, felt inclined to demur to some of 
the categories which he had framed. 

Lord Cairns said three objects had been referred to— 
(1) to supply to the Crown a reward for distinguished 
soldiers, sailors, or lawyers, somewhat more suit- 
able to their wishes than an hereditary peerage ; 
(2) to increase what he might for brevity call the 
judicial strength of the House in disposing of the 
business coming before them for decision ; (3) (referred to by 
the Earl of Salisbury) the entire alteration of the composition 
of the House, so as to give it a more representative character. 
So far as concerned supplying the Crown with the means of 
bestowing rewards for distinguished services, every one 
would admit that the power of creating ten or twelve 
peerages to take effect at the rate of about one in each year 
would be ample for the purpose in view. As to the second 
object, that of secede the judicial power for the 


exercise of the appellate jurisdiction of this House, that 
object ought to be dealt with in a very different way from 


that proposed. It should be dealt with upon a full con- 
sideration of what the appellate jurisdiction of this House 
requires, and of the strength which at the present moment 
it possessed. There never was a time when, from various 
circumstances, this House was in a of greater 
strength for the discharge of its appellate functions than at 
the present moment, and it would be impossible to consider 
that question without at the same time considering the 
changes which would in all probability before long be made 
with reference to the other appellate courts of this 
country—the whole of that subject being now under the 
consideration of a Commission. As to the third object, 
it was incumbent on those who desired to see it attained to 
explain how the composition of this House would become 
more representative in its character by power being given to 
the Government of the day to name for life four additional 
| members of the House. The effect would be this:—The 
| Government of the day would have the absolute power of 
| naming these persons; and if they had such a power of 
selecting men whom they supposed to be most eminent in 
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science, literature, or art, or who might have sat for ten 
years in the other House of Parliament, would there be any 
security that the House would in any way become more 
of a representative assembly than it was before? But 
to desire to make this House a representative assembly 
was to desire to make it different from that which by 
the Constitution it is and always has been. They 
must take their choice of two things—either they must have 
the House of Lords that which, according to the Constitu- 
tion of this country, it ever has been, an hereditary assembly 
—they must have it in the main an hereditary assembly 
still, with that consequence which has always flowed from 
its constitution—namely, that by additions made to it from 
time to time it has obtained not a direct, but an indirect, 
yet a true representative character, inasmuch as it repre- 
sents the different phases of opinion which exist throughout 
the country; or, if they were notsatisfied with that, it was not 
by the paltry measure of adding four life peers in a year to 
its members that they would give a representative constitution 
to the House. 

Earl Granville said the Government would carefully con- 
sider the bill, and express their opinion on it at a future 
stage. 

April 12.—The Railway Companies Meetings Bill.—The 
Earl of Kimberley moved the second reading of this bill, 
its object being to repeal the 35th section of the Railway 
Regulation Act of last session (31 & 32 Vict. c. 119), re- 
quiring Wharncliffe meetings to be held previous to the 
second reading of railway bills. The operation of this 
clause had proved inconvenient, there being no dispensing 
power, and it was therefore better to regulate the matter by 
a Standing Order. 

The bill was read a second time. 


April 13.—The Railway Companies Meetings Bill.—On the 
motion for committee on this bill, 

The Marquis of Salisbury called attention to the fact 
that the bare repeal of the clause respecting Wharncliffe 
meetings in the Act of last Session might be attended with 
inconvenience. Several such meetings had been held, and 
in some cases had refused to approve bills promoted ty 
boards of directors, but this bill would allow such bills 
to proceed notwithstanding such dissent, although the 
shareholders, relying on the clause, had lost the opportunity 
of petitioning against them. In framing a standing order 
care should be taken to prevent shareholders being thereby 
injured. 

The Earl of Kimberley said he would confer with the 
noble lord the Chairman of Committees on the subject, 


and, 

Lord Redesdale stated that the standing order which he 
should propose would give shareholders thus situated an 
opportunity of opposing bills. 

The bill then passed through committee. 

April 15.—The Leclesiastical Courts Bill (by the Ear! of 
Shaftesbury) was read a second time and referred to a select 
committee. 

The Clergy Discipline and Ecclesiastical Courts Bill 
(by the Archbishop of Canterbury) was also read a second 
time and referred to a select committee. 

The Railway Companies Meetings Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


April °,—-The Neutrality and Naturalization and Allegiance 
Laws.—In reply to Mr. Vernon Harcourt, Mr. Bruce said 
instructions had been given to the Government draughts- 
man to prepare a bill founded upon the recent reports pre- 
sented by the Royal Commissions appointed to consider the 
neutrality laws and the laws respecting naturalization and 
allegiance. There would, no doubt, be some delay in prepar- 
ing a bill of so much difficulty and importance, but he hoped 
to lay it on the table in time for legislation during the 
present session. 

The Beverley Election.—The Attorney-General moved and 
obtained an address to the Crown, praying that Mr. Ser- 
jeant O'Brien, Mr. T. J. Barstow, and Mr. Homersham 
Cox be appointed Commissioners to inquire into the alleged 
corrupt practices at Beverley. 

The Sligo Election —The Attorney-General for Ireland 
moved and obtained a similar address in the case of the 
borough of Sligo, Mr. Justice Keogh having reported that 
corrupt practices extensively prevailed at the last election 





for that borough. The learned judge had also reported 
that intimidation had likewise prevailed at the Sligo elec- 
tion, though not on the same side as the corrupt practices ; 
but it would not be competent for him under the Act of 
Parliament to make the intimidation a subject of reference 
to the Royal Commissioners. 

Trades Unions,—A bill by Mr. T. Hughes for amending 
the law relating to combinations and trades-unions was read 
a first time. 


April 12.—Abolition of Capital Punishment.—A bill by 
Mr. Gilpin was read a first time. 

Retirement of Bishops.—Sir M. Lopes asked the First 
Lord of the Treasury if his attention had been drawn to the 
expediency of making some adequate provision for the re- 
tirement of prelates who, either from their advanced age or 
from mental or physical inability, are permanently incapaci- 
tated from performing the duties which devolve upon them, 

Mr. Gladstone regretted that several dioceses should be 
in a great degree deprived of the advantage of responsible 
episcopal government through the illness or the infirmities 
of old age of several of the prelates ; it would be desirable 
that some adequate provision should be made to meet the 
case. But, looking at the effect of any such provision on 
the arrival of episcopal vacancies, it was a matter on which 
the Executive should, if possible, not proceed on the autho- 
rity of their own judgment only. He was not authorized to 
make any communication of a definite character on the part 
of the right rev. bench, but was under the impression that 
their attention had been given to the subject, and hoped 
that some result of their deliberations on it might within a 
reasonable time appear. Of course, the Government were 
precluded from considering it and making some proposal 
in case the bishops did not; but if was desirable that the 
bishops themselves should be associated from the very com- 
mencement with any proposal made. 


April 13.—Railway Companies Meetings—Mr. Dodson 
moved the following resolution :—“ In all cases in which 
railway bills of this session shall (in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act 31 & 32 Vict. c. 119) have been 
submitted to a meeting of the proprietors of any company 
in respect of additional powers conferred on such company, 
and shall have been approved at such meeting, it shall not 
be necessary to submit the bill to a meeting of such com- 
pany to be held in accordance with Standing Order No. 70, 
unless any of the powers specified in such order shall have 
been inserted or materially altered in the House of Lords,” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Election of County Coroners.—Mr. Goldney obtained leave 
to bring in a bill to amend the law relating to the appoint- 
ment of county coroners and for other purposes. He thought 
it exceedingly desirable that the appointment of county 
coroners should be vested either in the Lord Chancellor or 
the Home-office. 

Mr. Bruce would not offer any objection to the introduc- 
tion of the bill. It could not be denied that the present 
mode of electing county coroners was cumbrous, expensive, 
and altogether unsuited to the character of the office. 

The Libel Bill,— Adjourned debate on the second reading. 

Mr. Baines, the opposition to the second reading having 
been withdrawn, now moved that the bill be read a 
second time. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer had no objection to the 
second reading of the bill which proposed to amend the law 
of libel. The first clause of the bill proposed to exempt 
newspapers from penalties under the existing law of libel, 
on proof that the alleged libel was a true and fair report of 
the proceedings at a meeting lawfully assembled for a 
lawful purpose, open to reporters for the public newspapers, 
and at which a reporter was present for the purpose of report- 
ing the proceedings of such meeting for a public newspaper, 
and that the report was published in such newspaper by 
the defendant bond fide without actual malice, and in the 
ordinary course of business, The third clause proposed 
that the speaker of defamatory matter should in certain 
cases be liable to be sued as if the same were printed and 

ublished. ‘The latter clause appeared to him calculated to 
Fimit the right of public speech and of freedom of discussion, 
and therefore he was glad to state that the hon. member 
had acceded to his desire that it should be omitted. He 
had further to suggest the insertion of the following words 
in the first clause, after the words bond fide, “ having rea- 
sonable respect to private character and to the preservation 
of decency.” 
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Mr. Craufurd could not approve the bill, notwithstanding 
the alterations suggested by the right hon. gentleman. 
He thought the matter should have been left in the hands 
of the Government to deal with. 

Mr. Baines assented to the amendment proposed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

The amendment that the bill should be read a second time 
that day six months having been negatived, 

The bill as amended was read a second time. 


April 14.—The Married Women’s Property Bill—Mr. 
Russell Gurney moved the second reading. Upon marriage, 
which was described as an honourable estate, the law pro- 
nounced the wife unfit to hold any property whatever. 
When that law originated society was in a different state, 
and the law did not operate so harshly. So unjust was it 
that it could never have been maintained had not 
the Equity Courts afforded the means of evading it. 
A marriage settlement was a silent protest against 
the law. He recounted some of the _ evidence 
which had been before the committee of last session. 
Various modes, some partial and some inadequate, 
had been suggested to remedy the evil complained of, but 
he ventured to say that the only remedy that struck at the 
root of the evil was to allow the wife to retain her effects 
subject to the same liabilities as her husband. That was the 
remedy proposed by the present bill, and as the measure 
might not be found in all its clauses to carry out the pro- 
posed object, he would suggest, if the House agreed to the 
second reading, that the bill should be referred to a Select 
Committee, where the clauses might be more carefully con- 
sidered. The principle embodied in the measure had already 
been recognised in many important parts of her Majesty’s 
dominions. The Commission engaged in the preparation of 
a code for India had reported their opinion that a man should 
not by the operation of law acquire any interest in his 
wife’s property during her life, but that she should have the 
same rights over it as if she were unmarried, and should 
possess full power to dispose of it by will. The Com- 
missioners added that such rights were frequently reserved 
to women by marriage settlements. One difficulty which 
the Select Committee had to encounter arose out of the 
liability of the husband for his wife's debts and the main- 
tenance of his children; but it did not appear to the 


Committee to be necessary to make any alteration of the 
law in those respects, as the husband was only bound to 
pay for necessaries supplied to his wife, and with regard 
to debts contracted by her, the husband was not liable, 
unless in contracting them she acted as her husband’s 
agent. With regard to the children, the only liability of | 


the husband was to preserve them from starvation, and this 
he was bound to do to save himself from the penalties 
of the criminal law. ‘The bill would be caJled revolution- 


ary, but its principle had long been adopted by that not | 
very revolutionary body, the Court of Equity. It was said | 


that the bill would be fatal to domestic harmony, but did 
domestic harmony depend on the husband having the power 
to stop the supplies ? 

Mr, Jessel supported the bill, as abolishing the last relic 
of slavery. 


Mr. Lopes opposed the bill. The support of this bill | 


was put upon a false issue—namely, the protection of the 
earnings of married women. ‘The preamble began by de- 
claring, ‘‘ Whereas the law of property and contract with 
respect to married women is unjust in principle.’’ ‘This was 
incorrect. The law in question was not unjust in principle. 
It now recognised the fact that the wife was the weaker 
vessel, and that the husband was the proper head of the 
house, being physically, at all events, better fitted to bear 
the brunt of the outer world than his wife. The proposed 
change was to enable the wife to alienate her property as 
she pleased, to sue and bo sued, and to act in every respect 
as if she were a feme sole, or indeed a man. But that was 
not all, The husband would still be liable to pay the wife's 
debts, and to maintain their children. It would be neces- 
sary, in common justice, to alter this if the bill passed. 
Who was to pay for education, rent, house expenses, Kc ? 
Who was to be liable if the husband and wife severally 
disputed the liability? Then, take the caso of a hus- 
band married to an extravagant woman to whom he was 
greatly attached. She would incur, perhaps, enormous 

ebts, and would be sued. Judgment would be issued, and 
when her person was about to be seized the husband must 
either allow his wife to go to prison or else impoverish her 
and the children by paying her debts. ‘The punish- 








ment would fall on the wife, it might be said, but 

the screw would be put on the husband. The 

bill so far from being advantageous to the poorer classes 
would inflict great hardship and inconvenience on them. 

Take the case of a journeyman whose affairs took him from 
home every day, and whose wife was arrested. He would 
be obliged to stay at home and take care of the children. 
The bill would interfere with the wife getting the necessary 
credit, for tradesmen would hesitate to supply her with the 
articles requisite for her family, unless the husband were 
there to give the order for the goods. It was said that it 
was the duty of the State to place itself in loco parentis to 
women of the humbler classes and to take the same precau- 
tions on their behalf as a guardian wouid take for his ward. 
But marriage settlements were not sanctioned by the law in 
order to protect the wife against the husband, but to protect 
her against her own improvidence as well as his, and to 
secure the interests and welfare of the children, The bill 
placed the wife’s property in her hands to do what she 
pleased with it. ‘Therefore, the case of the wife provided 

for by marriage settlements and the provisions of this bill 

were entirely dissimilar. The dissipation of the savings of 

the women of the humbler classes was an admitted evil which 
required a remedy, but the way to remedy that grievance 
was not by introducing a measure which would alter the 

relation of husband and wife as it was established by every’ 
law human and divine. 

Mr. Shaw Lefevre supported the bill; its principle had 
worked well in Canada and America. 

Mr. Beresford Hope, dividing the question into twoimputes 
grievances—the one that of the needy, and the other that 
of the easy class—remarked that everyone admitted and wa 
ready to remedy the former; but would this bill remedy it 
or would it not wantonly import a new element into the re- 
lations of married life among the easy classes? The case of 
America was different. In England, indissolubility was 
the general principle of married life, and divorce was the 
exception, while in America there existed what might be 
termed free trade in divorce. The same observations would 
apply tothe precedent afforded by the practice in the con- 
tinental nations. If the principle of separation des biens 
were to be be made a rule of law instead of an exception, 
our whole social relations would bechanged. If the bill 
were passed the present system of retail credit would be re- 
volutionized, and a house would be kept up by a limited 
company consisting of two partners, neither of whom could 
be fixed with liability for the debts of the estab- 
lishment. Such an arrangement would result in either 
a total suspension of credit throughout the country or m 


| enormous losses on the part of the honest and confiding 
| tradesman, occasioned by organised swindling between un- 
| Scrupulous married persons. He hoped, therefore, that the 


House would refuse to pass the bill in its present shape. 

Mr. G. O. Morgan regarded all marriage settlements as 
evasions of the common law, and therefore as protests against 
its injustice. He must point out one or two clauses in the bill 
which required amendment. In the first place, it would only 
be just that the wife’s property should be liable for certain 
debts, and, again, vested interests should be carefully pro- 
tected, as otherwise those who had advanced money to the 
husband or had purchased from him the property of the wife 
might lose their security. The latter poiut was especially 
of importance, because, as he understoood the matter, the 
billin its present shape would invalidate one-half of the 
securities held by insurance companies. 

The Solicitor-General recommended the acceptance of 
the bill on this ground—that in truth the state of the law on 
the matter was not such as could be satisfactorily defended. 
There was no parallel for it in the world, and no one had 
endeavoured to defend it. He cited the words of Lord 
Lyndhurst in his speech of 1857, 

The bill was read a second time and referred to a Select 
Committee. 


April 15.—The New Law Courts—Mr. Gregory stated 
that the terms of the motion he intended to make on this 
subject would be to the effect that it was desirable to 
reconsider the question of the Carey-street site for the new 
Law Courts, inasmuch as the space on the Thames Embank- 
ment between the Temple and Somerset-house now offered 
many advantages for the erection of such buildings. 

Assessed Rates Bill.—My. Goschen said it was the 
intention of the Government to proceed with the 
Assessed Rates Bill. He proposed, however, to move 
clauses in Committee for the purpose of  facilita- 
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ting and securing, as far as possible, the adoption of 
that most advantageous system of agreements for the pay- 
ment of rates between the overseers and the owners of the 
poorer class of house property, the latter being allowed a 
reasonable commission in consideration of the risks they 
undertake. It would, of course, follow that a modification 
should be made with regard to clause 4 of the bill. 
The clause which provides for a uniform deduction of 
25 per cent. from houses let for short periods, without dis- 
tinction whether the landlords agree to pay the rates or not. 

The Irish Church Bill—On the order for Committee Mr. 
Newdegate moved as an amendment that the bill be com- 
mitted that day six months. The amendment was rejected 
by a majority of 355 to-229. 

Mines—A bill by Mr. Bruce to consolidate and amend 
the Acts relating to the regulation and inspection of mines 
was read a first time. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. GEORGE DRUCE, Q.C. 

We have to announce, with a regret which is but a reflec- 
tion of the gloom prevailing in all branches of the legal 
profession, the death of Mr. George Druce, Queen’s coun- 
sel and bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. The learned gentleman 
died at six o’clock on the morning of Thursday last, at the 
house of his father, with whom he resided, at Denmark-hill, 
Surrey. His death was caused by a fall from his horse, 
which occurred at Kennington Oval. It is believed that 
the horse he rode became restive, and that he was unable to 
control it, but the particulars of the accident are not yet 
accurately known. 

Mr. Druce was the second son of Mr. Charles Druce, of 
the firm of Druce & Sons, solicitors, in Billiter-square, and 
was born in London in the year 1520. He was educated at 
Shrewsbury School and at St. Peter’s College, Cambridge, 
at which university he took his degree in 1843, when he 
was bracketed senior classic, a senior optimein mathematics, 
and obtained likewise the Junior Chancellor’s Medal. On 
leaving Cambridge he entered at Lincoln’s-inn, and was 
called to the Bar in Michaelmas Term, 1846, having been 


pupil successively to Mr. Baron Bramwell, Mr. Samuel 
Turner, Conveyancer, and Mr. James Dickinson, Q.C. He 
speedily acquired a large junior practice, which increased 


steadily until Michaelmas Term, 1866, when he was 
called within the Bar by Lord Chelmsford. On his appoint- 
ment as Queen’s Counsel he immediately took his seat in the 
court of the present Lord Chancellor, then Vice-Chancellor 
Wood, and there achieved a success exceeding, if possible, 
the promise of his carlier years, At the time of his death 
he was in the enjoyment of a vast and most important 
practice. Mr. Druce was never married, being at the time 
of his death fellow of his college. He was also Standing 
Counsel to the University of Cambridge. 

It is hardly possible to overrate the loss which we have 
sustained by his death. He was an admirably sound law- 
yer, and as an advoeate he had, perhaps, no superior. He was 
especially distinguished by the remarkable lucidity of his 
arguments, in which not a single word appeared ever to be 
thrown away. He had also won, not only the admiration, 
but the esteem and sincere regard both of the Bar and the 
other branch of his profession. 


MR. J. C. FUSSELL, 

The death of Mr. John Carpenter Fussell, solicitor, of 
Warminster, Wilts, took place at Bath, whither he had re- 
moved for the benefit of his health, on the 4th of April. By 
Mr. Fussell’s death the registrarship of the Warminster 
County Court and the clerkship to the magistrates of that 
borough are rendered vacant. Mr. Thomas Ponting, of the 
firm of Chapman & Ponting, has been acting as Mr. Fussell’s 
deputy in both offices for some time past. The late Mr. 
Fussell’s certificate ag an attorney was issued in Michaelmas 
Term, 1832. 


MR. HENRY WALSH. 

We have to record the death of Mr. Henry Walsh, soli- 
ctor, of Oxford, who expired at his residence, ley, near 
that city, on the Ist of April, in the 81st year of his age. 
The deceased gentleman was the fourth son of Mr. Andrew 
Walsh, who was invited, from London, to settle in Oxford 





in the last century, to supply the want then felt in Oxford 
of an effective ecclesiastical lawyer. Mr. Henry Walsh, 
in early life, entered a dragoon regiment, but on 
quitting the profession of arms he devoted himself to the 
study of law, and by industry and perseverance achieved a 
distinguished place as a local practitioner. He took out his 
certificate as an attorney in Hilary Term, 1812, and for 
many years was in partnership with his brother, Mr. John 
Walsh, but he relinquished business about seven ye ars ago, 
to live in retirement at Iffey. In his early career Mr. 
Walsh was often the successful rival, in the local courts, of 
the late Mr. Henry Taunton (for many years Clerk of the 
Peace for Oxfordshire), owing to his sound knowledge of 
the technical details of law. 


MR. JOHN HEELIS. 


This gentleman’s death took place on the Ist of April, at 
Appleby, Westmoreland, where he has practised as a soli- 
citor since 1820, his attorney’s certificate having been issued 
in Easter Term of that year. The registrarship of Appleby 
County Court, which Mr. Heelis has held since the establish- 
ment of the new county courts in 1847, has become vacant 
by his death. 

MR. J. J. FONQUETT. 

The death of Mr. John James Fonquett, solicitor, took 
place on the Sth of April, at Newport, Isle of Wight, 
where he for many years held the office of borough 
treasurer. Mr. Fonquett was certificated as an attorney in 
Trinity Term, 1818, but retired from practice several years 
ago. The deceased gentleman was a son of the late 
Richard Fonquett, Esq., of Clatterford, Isle of Wight, and 
a brother of the late Major William Fonquett, of the 
Bombay Army, who died in 1854. 


MR. J. E, HAYWARD. 


We have to record the death of Mr. John Edwards 
Hayward, solicitor, of Devizes, Wilts, which took place on 
the 25th March, after a long and painful illness. Mr. 
Hayward was certificated in Trinity Term, 1843 ; he was 
an alderman, and twice mayor of Devizes. He took an 
active interest in the Volunteer movement, and was com- 
manding officer of the 5th Wiltshire (Devizes) Rifle Volun- 
teers, in which corps he held a commission since May, 
1861. With the Volunteers he was exceedingly popular, 
and his funeral was attended by the members of his corps 
in a body, and also by the local Yeomanry. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this Society, held at the Law Institu- 
tion, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, Mr. War- 
mington in the chair, the question discussed was—“ Is it 
desirable that the New Law Courts should be erected on the 
proposed Thames Embankment Site?”’ Mr. Rooke opened 
in the affirmative. The Society, after a lengthened dis- 
cussion, decided in the negative . a majority of one vote. 





LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SO- 
CIETY. 

The eighth meeting of the session was held on the 2nd 
instant, Mr. Birrell in the chair. The subject for discus- 
sion was No. 23 Legal :—“ A. sued B. in a colony where A. 
could recover on the merits, but failed through a particular 
colonial statute. A. afterwards sued B. in England on the 
same eause of action. Does the lex loci prevail to the ex- 
clusion of the merits?” Mr. Bremner opened in the affir- 
mative, which side was ultimately carried by a large ma- 
jority. 








Tue MAstersuir oy tux Tempie.—It is announced that 
Dr. Robinson will not resign the Mastership of the Templo until 
Midsummer. He was presented to the rao Sir Robert 
Peel (who was then Prime Minister) in 1845 in 1845 by 
Lord Chancellor Cranworth to a canonry in Rochester Cathe- 
dral, which he will continue to hold. Dr. Robinson was 
ov Archdeacon of Madras and chaplain to Bishop 

eber. 
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THE SITE FOR THE NEW LAW COURTS. 

The Thames Embankment Committee of the Society of 
Arts have been continuing their attentive consideration of 
the question of the site for the new Law Courts. At the 
meeting held on the 2nd ult., Lord Elcho in the chair, Mr. 
Street, A.R.S., read a lengthy paper on Sir Charles 
Trevelyan’s scheme. He resolved the subject into the 
following heads. (1.) Whether courts and offices should be 
on the same site. (2.) Whether the area of the Embank- 
ment site is sufficient for the Courts and Offices. (3.) 
Accessibility of the site to the public. (4.) The comparative 
cost of the two sites. (5. The fitness of the Strand site on 
architectural or esthetical grounds. Mr, Street pointed out, 
with great success, as we think, the superior advantages 
offered by the Strand or Carey-street site. We have not 
space to cite, or even to analyse, his observations, and can 
only refer to one or two of the more important portions 
Upon the third head Mr. Street observed :— : 

“The Carey-street site is very easily reached from the 
Embankment by roads practicable for carriages, whilst a 
very slight alteration of approaches on the north of Carey- 
street will make the access to the building more easy from 
all the great railway stations—the Great Western, North 
Western, Midland, Great Northern and Eastern Counties— 
than it would be if the building were on the south side of 
the Strand. Sir C. Trevelyan’s scheme would bring the 
whole of the traffic through or under the building itself. 
My view is, that though the building ought to be accessible 
on all sides, the less it has to do immediately with vast 
thoroughfares the better. . The wants -which I 
think ought to be provided for are, first, a better approach 
from the north side of London: and second, a good new 
thoroughfare from west to east, sufficiently near to the Courts 
to bring people to them without being so near as to make a 
noisy traflic close to their walls. 

The first want would be very easily met by continuing 
my new western approach road by ashort new street run- 
ning N.W. until it meets a prolongation of the western side 
of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. It would then pass on to Holborn, 
over the side of Gate-street, and then on to the north of 
Holborn, until it intersects Southampton-row. It would 
then only be necessary to remove the gate on the Bedford 
estate in Woburn-place to give a very straight and most 
convenient roadway from Camden-town, by Seymour-street, 
to the Embankment, passing just to the west of the new 
building. 

The second approach would be even more casily made, and 
would give another great thoroughfare east and west from 
Piccadilly tothe top ofthe Holborn viaduct. 'Toaccomplishthis 
it would only be necessary to make slight alterations at the 
east and west ends of Great Queen-st, and to continue on the 
roadway on the northern side of Lincoln’s-inn into the wide 
part of Holborn. This“road would give an admirable 
access both from the west, and from the east and north-east, 
would be short, and would involve very little interference 
with valuable property. Looking, moreover, to the very 
small cost of making such a street as Garrick-street, I can- 
not doubt that such alterations as I have proposed would 
be made at an extremely small outlay, whilst all of them are 
absolutely required for the general purposes of the city, and 
would not, therefore, be fairly chargeable to the new courts 
of law. They would have the incidental advantage of 
diverting much of the traffic along Chancery-lane and 
Carey-street, and of leaving the vast mass of chambers in 
and about Lincoln’s-inn almost untouched, and yet easily 
approachable on all sides. 

Sir Charles Trevelyan assumed that an alteration of the 
Strand opposite his site would equally be required if the 
Carey-street site were adopted. I do not think this would 
be the case. It would, no doubt, be in any case a very 
desirable metropolitan improvement, but my plan has been 
made so that it may be carried out without the slightest 
necessity for touching any of this block of buildings be- 
yond what has already been applied for. The Commissioners 
impressed on me the necessity of so planning my building 
as to make such Sere unnecessary, and this I have 
been most careful to do. 

_I do not see much advantage in the opening pro by 
Sir ©. Trevelyan from the eastern side of Lincoln's-inn- 
fields to Holborn, as it could not be continued north of 
Holborn. 


Mr, Shields has proposed a scheme of approaches in his 





report to the Chancellor of the Exchequer* to which I ob- 
ject most strongly. It is not only a very expensive scheme, 
but it brings all the traffic of a great main street and of a 
railway along Carey-street, so that there would be hardly a 
quiet spot in the whole building area. Moreover, the roads 
by Fleet-street and the Embankment give two good 
means of approach from the City, and I cannot 
think that a third main road is required, leading to the 
same quarter as Mr. Shields proposes. The real want is 
communication with the north-east, which my scheme 

rovides by means of its connection with the new street 
eading from Holborn by the New Cattle Market to Fins- 
bury.” 

Upon the question of cost, Mr. Street held that 
Sir Charles Trevelyan had much overrated the cost of 
approaches, and that a building on the Embankment site, to 
be really worthy of its position, would cost much more 
than one on the Carey-street site. As to the last head, 
upon which the support of the Embankment site 
mainly is rested, Mr. Street thought the Carey- 
street site had been most unnecessarily disparaged. In 
the course of his remarks on this topie he said:— 
“T should contemplate with considerable sorrow the adop- 
tion of any site which really involved eastern and western 
fronts without any thoroughfares along them (as Sir €. 
Trevelyan proposes); and I cannot see why, ifthe Embank- 
ment site is chosen, it should be saddled with this very un- 
necessary drawback. 

The value of a site in an architect’s eyes depends upon 
three considerations, first, its fitness for its purpose ; second, 
its fitness for enabling everyone to study with the greatest 
easeall parts of the building; and, finally, the appropriateness 
of its surroundings. Now, as to fitness for the purpose, I 
cannot think the question admits of further argument. We 
have heard, I presume, all that can be urged in favour of the 
Embankment site, and beyond contest I think it has appeared 
that the greatest convenience of position is found in the Carey- 
streetsite. But hitherto very little has been said as to the con- 
venience of the levels, and yet here again the Carey-street 
site has very great advantages. A slope of twelve feet 
from north to south in a space of 500 feet is one which 
presents no serious difficulties in arrangement. It gives the 
advantage to the judges of being able to enter the building 
at such a level that they will only have to rise to the level 
of the bench, the same height that most of them rise when- 
ever they go to the drawing-room of the Athenzeum Club, 
an ascent which Sir C. Trevelyan knows is not very 
formidable. This slope of the ground being so very mode- 
rate, I am able to make all the internal streets or quadrangles 
throughout the building on the same level as the Strand 
and so, with the greatest economy in construction, I am 
able to say with no little satisfaction to those who are to ec- 
cupy and use the building, that there is scarcely a working 
room throughout its whole extent which is in the basement. 
If you contrast this statement with what must happen on 
the Embankment site, you will see the very great disadvan- 
tage under which the latter lies. On its western side, ina 
length of about 450 feet, the rise is 35 feet 6 inches, 
and the rise from north to south is nowhere less than 30 
feet. Now, one of two things must happen where there is 
such a rise as this, Either an enormous basement story 
must be constructed at vast expense, in order to raise 
the whole building to something like a uniform level; or a 
vast number of rooms must be provided in basements, which 
would not only be very inconvenient as regards light, but 
equally as regards access, I presume that Sir C. Trevelyan 
would agree with me in assuming that the building should 
be raised, so that its real base should be at about the level 
of the terrace in front of Somerset House; but if so, I 
hardly think he ought to have omitted to make some calcu- 
lation of the enormous cost which such an erection would 
entail over and above what would be necessary on the Carey- 
street site. . . . . 

I said that, in the second place, the fitness of a site for 
a building depended on whether it allowed of the 
building being approached and seen from all sides. And 
this fitness the Carey-street site undoubtedly does 
It will have broad streets on all four sides, and, as I havo 
shown, the levels are such that the whole of the internal 
streets or quadrangles are level and convenient of access. 
Tt has the great advan also that as the ground rises 
from the principal front in the Strand up to Carey-street 





* Vide sup. p, 408. 
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the most dignified view is obtained from the Strand. ; Plantagenets. Complaints were male of the courts at 


Architecture, to be really grand, must be full of interest. 
There never yet was a really fine building which did not 
possess on all sides, in every part and in every detail, some- 
thing that rewarded study and examination. Thus interest 
is excited in every part, and each inspection discovers some 
new beauty. Soa fine building requires not only such a 
position as will enable its outline and grouping to be seen 
from a distance, but facility of access on all sides, in order 
to study its detail, and to get views of it from every pos- 
abip point... 

Finally, it is important that the surroundings of a great 
building should be worthy of it; and there seems to be 
every prospect that they will be so on the Carey-street site. 
On the west the authorities of Clement’s-inn propose, I 
believe, to build a grand row of offices of the same length 
and character as my western fagade, and from the designs 
of Mr. R. Brandon. On the north another grand mass of 
offices is to be built, under the equally competent direction 
of Mr. Waterhouse. On the east Mr. Hardwick is going 
to make additions to the Law Institution, and we shall re- 
build a pile of offices between Chancery-lane and Bell- 
yard, so that the new courts will stand in the centre of a 
great square of new buildings, nearly all harmonious with 
them in character. It is a magnificent opportunity for 
making the greatest improvement which has yet been made 
in London ; and, so far from the site not affording facilities, 
I am bound to say that it is in every respect an admirable 
one. No doubt an equally magnificent building could be 
erected on the Embankment, but if I may offer an opinion, 
TI may state that I think, looking to the curve which the 
river makes at this point, to the existence of a railway 
station on it, and to the position of the ground between the 
regnlar straight front of Somerset House and the irregular 
gardens and buildings of the Temple, a succession of build- 
ings on a more moderate scale would better adapt them- 
selves to the site, whilst several streets leading from the 
Strand would better serve the necessities of traffic than one, 
I cannot doubt that whatever is done on the Embankment 
will be worthy of its magnificence ; and that if it does not 
secure the new courts of justice, some means may still be 
found to saye it from anything which will ruin its effect. 
If, however, the result of the discussions on the subject were 
to be the removal of the courts to the Embankment, I would 
suggest, as a necessary condition, that the Metropolitan 
Railway Station should at the same time be removed to 
the front of the ‘emple-garden, where it would be 
oT convenient, and where it would ruin no great public 

uilding.” 

Sir Charles Trevelyan said, with regard to the difference of 
level between the Strand and the Embankment, the diffi- 
culty had been got over in the case of the Adelphi and 
Somerset House, and, with the experience thus afforded, a 
Sortiori, better arrangements could be made in future. The 
substructure of Somerset House was merely a substructure, 
the arches having been converted to use by means of 
artificial light and ventilation, simply from the great 
necessity for additional accommodation; but, when built 
specially for the purpose, the basement of the new courts 
could be so arranged as to afford every necessary accom- 
modation. Mr. Street was mistaken in supposing that he 
intended to put all the Jaw offices in the basement. He 
proposed to provide there for jurors, witnesses, the post 
and telegraph, lost property, cause list, commissionaires, 
refreshments, lavatories, &c.; and only for so much of the 
offices as Mr. Street proposes to place in the basement, as 
shown in his plan No. 8, which had been approved by the 
Commissioners. This would be so much space saved, as 
Mr. Street had provided accommodation for these objects 
above the level of the Strand. The stamping of legal docu- 
ments, which forms part of the legal business of the country, 
might also be advantageousiy conducted in the same 
locality, so that when the solicitor’s clerk has obtained his 
writ, or other legal document, he may go down-stairs at 
once and have it stamped without delay. He conceived, 
therefore, that the difference of level would really be a cause 
of economy and convenience, especially as it would enable 
the courts and offices to be put on the level of the Strand. 
He took an entirely different view of the central court from 
that entertained by Mr. Street, believing that its appro- 
priate use was to act as a safety-valve, to prevent the over- 
crowding of the courts themselves, and to be a general 
rendezvous for barristers, solicitors, clients, witnesses, &c., 
as Westminster Hall had been from the time of the 





Westminster being crowded, but not of the Hall, and every 


; reader of Pepys knew what a general resort it has always 


been for the transaction of business.” 

After some discussion, in which Mr. E. Field, Mr. E. B. 
Gregory, M.P., and others took part, the committee ad- 
journed. 








THE WILDE FAMILY. 


The elevation of Sir James Plaisted Wilde to the 
peerage as Lord Penzance has naturally given an interest 


: to the history of the Wilde family, and we therefore pro- 


pose to give a genealogical sketch of its members, two of 
whom have received coronets within a period of twenty 
years. The founder of the family was Thomas Wilde, a 
London attorney, who, by his wife, Mary Anne Knight, 
had three sons, all of whom belonged to the legal profes- 
sion. His eldest son was Sir John Wilde, LL.D., Chief 
Justice of the Cape of Good Hope from 1827 to 1854, 
and died in 1859, 

Sir John Wilde left five sons, one of whom is Mr. Henry 
Sedgwick Wilde, who was called to the Bar at the Inner 
Temple in January, 1837, and is now registrar of bankrupts 
in Leeds. Mr. Thomas Wilde’s second son (Thomas) was the 
late Lord Truro, who began life as an Attorney ; but after- 
wards was called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in 1817. He 
obtained the coif in 1824, and became King’s Serjeant in 
1827. In 1839 he was appointed Solicitor-General, and 
Attorney-General in 1841. In 1846 he succeeded Sir 
Nicholas Tindal as Lord Chief Justice of the Court of 
Common Pleas ; and in July, 1850, was created a peer and 
became Lord Chancellor, which office he held till February, 
1852. Lord Truro died in 1855, and was succeeded by his 
elder son, the present peer, who was called to the 
Bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1842, and 
was junior clerk of assize on the Oxford Circuit 
previous to succeeding to the title; he also still 
holds the legal office of Joint Registrar of Deeds for the 
county of Middlesex. Lord Truro’s second son, who is 
now heir-presumptive to the title, is the Hon. Thomas 
Montague Carrington Wilde, who was called to the Bar at 
the Inner Temple in 1842, and was secretary to his father 
while Lord Chancellor; he was appointed registrar of the 
Manchester Bankruptcy Court in 1852, and is now attached 
in the same capacity to the Bristol Court. The late Lord 
Truro’s younger brother is Edward Archer Wilde, Esq., 
solicitor, of College-hill, City, who was certificated in 
Hilary Term, 1810, and is the senior partner in the London 
firm of Wilde, Rees, Humphrey, & Wilde. Mr. E. A. Wilde 
married, in 1808, Marianne, eldest daughter of William 
Norris, M.D. (by his wife, Jeannette French), by whom 
he has several surviving sons. His eldest son is Mr. 
Charles Norris Wilde, who was certificated as an attorney 
in Easter Term, 1835, and is in partnership with his 
father. Mr. Norris Wilde, who was born in 1812, was 
married, in October, 1837, to his cousin, the Hon. Claudine 
Thomasine Wilde, only daughter of the late Lord Truro, by 
which lady he has a family of two sons and three daughters. 
The next surviving son of Mr. Archer Wilde is Lord Pen- 
zance, of whom an account appeared in our last issue. A 
younger brother of Lord Penzance is Mr. Edward Archer 
Wilde, jun., who was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in November, 1858, and practises in the Court of Probate, 
of which his elder brother is judge. From the above sketch 
it will be seen that the Wildes have figured in both branches 
of the law, and their success in achieving the highest 
prizes of the profession reflects credit upon the body of so- 
licitors, from which they have originally sprung, and to 
which they still, in a great measure, belong. 





A story is told of a man who insured in London one thou- 
and cigars, valued at £40, against fire and water. After the 
lapse of six months he made his appearance at the insurance 
office and demanded his money, as the cigars had been burned. 
“But not on board the vessel, sir?”’ said the secretary, ‘ for 
she is in the dock now.” ‘Yes, on board the vessel. I 
smoked them, and therefore burned them all myself, and the 
insurance says against fire.’ The secretary was taken aback, 
but told the smoker to call again next day. He called at the 
appointed time, but was met by the solicitor of the wee, 
who told him that if he did not relinquish his claim he would 


be prosecuted as one who had knowingly and wilfully set fire to 
goods insured by the company.— Baltimore Underwriter. 
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ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Easter Term, 1869. 


names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 

articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 

Farmer, Cuartes Epwarp.—Henry Thomas Young, 9, 
New-square. 

Garp, Witt1am Snowpon, jun.—James Townley, 2, Gres- 
ham-buildings. 

SxisneER, Harry Joun.—John Stringer Falkner, Bath ; 
James Pilgrim, Church-court, Lothbury. 

Sotomon, SamuEL Nerwicu.—William Plummer, Bristol. 

Last Day of Easter Term, 1869. 

Beaumont, Harry.—Hugh Robert Evans, Ely, 

Brake, WaAttER Scorr.—Frederick Blake, Newport, Isle of 
Wight. 

Butter, WiLLiAM TrempLer.—Henry Augustus Templer, 
Bridport. 

Comins, Tuomas ME.uvisu, jun.—Thomas Melhuish Comins, 
sen., Witheridge, Devonshire. 

Davies, SamveL Ricuarp.—John Cooke, Ross. 

De Fivas, ALAN Srevenson.—Francis Truefitt, Temple. 

Epwarvs, Epmunp Georce.—Edmund Butler Edwards, 
Pontypool. 

Evans, Joun ALBERT Grirritu.—Asa Johnes Evans, Car- 
digan; Charles Edward Abbott, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; 
William Evans George, Newcastle Emlyn. 

Funston, James.—Hy. Webster, Basinghall-sireet ; George 
Edward East, Sion College-gardens. 

Hares, Epwarp.—Henry Darvill, sen., Windsor. 

Heeuis, Joun Atcocx.—Edward Waugh, Cockermouth. 

Hurcuinson, Epwarp.—Robert Richardson Dees, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne; Arthur Lucas, Darlington. 

Jackson, Henry James.—Henry Hall, jun, Ashton-under- 


[The elerks’ 


syne. 

‘con Harcovrr.—George Master, 22, Duke-st, Gros- 
venor-square ; John James Johnston, 19, Southampton- 
buildings. 

Meek, ALEXANDER Grant, B A,—Alexander Meek, Devizes; 
William Ford, South-square, Gray’s-inn. 

Pricuarp, TxHomas,—William Frank Blandy, Reading ; 
Thos. Rawle, 1, Bedford-row. 

Purvis, PereckinE.—John James Andrew, 8, George-yard, 
Lombard-street. 

Sampson, JoserH.—John Lamb, Manchester. 


[I’or former names see p. 230 ante.] 


NOTICES OF APPLICATIONS TO BE RE-ADMITTED. 
Easter Term, 1869. 
Evans, JOHN. 
Leicu, ALFRED. 
Pootzr, Writ11am Savace.—Robert Poole, Kenilworth ; 
Thos. William Capron, Savile-row, Middlesex. 


NOTICES OF APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR 
RENEW ATTORNEY'S CERTIFICATES 
10th May, 1869. 

Bell, Walter John, 65, Charlwood-st, Belgrave-road. 

Brunskill, Jonathan Ward, Liverpool; Kendal; Penrith ; 
Carlisle ; Stanwix. 

Byers, James Broff, 7, Percy-circus, Pentonville; Linden- 
lodge, Hornsey. 

Catchpole, William Smith, 30, Rockingham-road, Borough ; 
Green-street, Islington; Hereford. 

Cheeseman, George, 76, Gloucester-st, Pimlico. 

Gheeseman, Walter, 23, Essex-street, Strand. 

Cunningham, Chas, 132, Carlton-road, Kentish-town. 

Hines, Jobn, Easington, Durham. 

Kilby, William Andrew, 26, Hemingford-road, Islington ; 
51, Rochester-road, Kentish-town (for 19th April). 

Linay, Carter, Rathmines, Dublin. 

Preston, Charles, Derby-villas, Forest-hill. 

Townsend, Alfred Davison, Birkenhead ; Liverpool. 

Walker, Jas, Wellington; Church Stretton, Salop. 








The Liverpool borough magistrates have resolved to allow their 
newly appointed clerks, Messrs. Anderton and Ellis, salaries of 
£600 per annum each, 





’ Phillips v Homfray. 


COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
CAUSE LIST. 
Easter Term, 1869. 
Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR and the Lorps Justices. 
Appeals. 


Finch v Bishop (W.—July 8, 
1868) 

Finch v Davis (W.—July 8, 
1868 

Lewes v Fothergill (J.— 
March 3) 

Dear v Verity (S.—March 18) 

Brancker v Carne, Carne v 
Brancker (R.—March 19) 

Heard v Pilley (M.—March 
2 


Daun v Day (J.—March 24) 


Earl Beauchamp v Winn (R. 
—March 24) 

Heard v Pilley (M.—April 5) 

In Re The Wheal, Ludcot & 
Wrey Consols Mines Co. 
appl. petn. from Vice-War- 
den of the Stannaries 

In Re The Wheal, Ludeot & 
Wrey Consols Mines Co. 
appl. petn. of R. P. Jack- 
son, from Vice-Warden of 
the Stannaries 


Before the MASTER or THE ROLLs. 
Causes, §¢. 


Robinson v Burbury. 

Adams v Edwards. 

Wilday v Sandys. 

Silver v Frost. md 

Astbury v Beazley. fc &s to 
vary 

Williams vy Wood. fe 

Graham v Johnson. c 

Gaylard vy Low. fc 

Mildred vy Austin md. 

Smith v Smith. fe 

In re Lovejoy, Solly v Love- 
joy. fe 

Ormerod v Rostron. fc 

Atherley v Isle of Wight Ry. 
Co. m 

Aitchison v Stevens. md 

Greenwood v Smith. md 

Tapster v Worsley. fc 

Cadbury v Smith. md 

Crickmore v Freestone. 
pt hd (April 19) 

Harrington v The Millwall 
Iron Works, Shipbuilding & 
Graving Docks Co (Limited) 
m d, wit 

Bear v Weymouth. md 

Bowen v Barlow. c 

Stansfeld v De Crespigny. 
md 

Cartwright v Ridley, fe 

Clark v Shirley. md 

Foard vy Watkins. md 

Oke v Simon. 

Daw v Eley. 


spe 
md 


md 


fe 
¢ (April 16) 
Plumley v Horrell.  c, 
(April 19) 


wit 


The Blakely Ordnance Co., 
(Limited) v Blakely. md 
Rushbrook v Lawrerce, md 


wit 
Wilson v Kenrick. md, wit 
Barber v Turner. fc 
Sherratt vy Mountford. md 
Harris v Harris. spe 
Steward v Baker. fc 
Elgood v Cole. md 
Fox v Dymond. fe 
Ainsworth v Taylor. md 


Bailey v The Great Eastern 
Ry. Co. md 

Sharp v Wright. 

Granger v Wright. 
vary 

The General Exchange Bank 
(Limited) v The General 
Provident Assurance Co. 
(Limited). ¢ 

-Holloway v The Metropolitan 
Ry. Co. md 

Hoyle v Hoyle. md 

Neave v Clarke. md 

Kinnersley v Williamson. m d 

Goodman v The Midland 
Counties & South Wales Ry. 
Co. c¢ pro confesso 

Ives v The Midland Counties 
& South Wales Ry. Co. 
c pro confesso 

Gilliat v Gilliat. c 

The Watford & Rickmansworth 
Ry. Co. v London and North 
Western Ry. Co. md 

Nurse v Green. md,w 

Trinder v Mason. md 

Baskcomb v Beckwith. 

Tidball v Walker. fe 

Hoyland v Hoyland, fe 

The General Exchange Bank 
(Limited) v Horner. c 

Norris v Caledonian Insurance 
Co. (Limited.) md 

Edlin v Bye. fe 

Preston v Preston. ¢ 

Stephens v Mills. fe 

Temple v The Metropolitian 
District Ry. Co. md 

Cardwell v The Seaman’s Hos- 
pital Society fc and 2sums 
to vary cert : 

Whitmore vy Whitmore. f c 

Haverfield v Regis. fc 

Greenhow v Price. fe 

Jelley v Taylor. c¢ 

Crump v Barker. fc 

Williams v Lloyd. fc 

Harrison v Bagnall. md 

Lamb v Potter. md 


fe 
fc & sto 


md 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Str JoHn Stuart. 
Causes, §e. 


Catt v Tourle. demr 

Taylor v Wemyss. pleas of 
e 

Isitt v Lockwood. exons to 


ans 

John v Lloyd. md 

Mackenzie v Martin. 

O'Malley v_ Blease. 
pt hd 

Fox v Amherst and 3 other 
causes. fc 

Ives v The Shipley Local Board 
of Health. md 

Cooper v Gordon. m d 

Clerihew v Lascelles. ¢ 

md 


md 
m d, 


England v England. md 
Alton v Harrison, Poyser v 
Harrison. fe 
Harrison v Swanston. 
Cottrell v Cottrell. fc 
Picard vy Hine. md 
Holbrow v Drew. fe 
Moore v Franklin. c 
Jack v Jack. md 
Wilde v Sennett. fe & 8 
Alchin v Rogers. m d 
Grayburn v Clarkson. fc 
Consitt v Darrell. md 
Sharp v De St. Sauveur. 
Wootton v Wooton. md 
Foord v Thomas. fc 


md 


fe 
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Salkeld + v 7S: alkeld. md Gibbs v Harding. md 
Beaumont, Bart., v The Colne Collins v Brader. md 

Valley and Hi: alstead Ry. Co. Mainwaring v Gilkes. c 

md Atkinson v Gaskarth. fc 
Brownv Rugg. md Dodds vy Gronow. md 
Williams v Haythorne. fc Tomlinson vy Leeds Welling- 
Price v Peppercorne. f ¢ ton-strect Warehouses Co. 
Skidmore v Bradford. fc (Limited), and anr. m d 
Hammonds y Barrett. m d Fyfe v Lascelles. md 
Galt v London and South- Denison v Abbott. f ¢ 

Western Bank. c¢ Mason v Senior. c¢ 
Giffard v Williams. md Collingwoed v Russell. m d 
Hunt v The Tendring Hun- Dibbinv Hume. fe 

dred Ry. Co. md Roberts v Roberts. fe & s 
Swan v Swan. md In re David Thomas’s Estate, 
Brader v Kerby. c¢ Thomas v Thomas. f ¢ 
Dunn v Brodie. md Hooper v Beachey. m d 
Locke v Satchell. md Middleton vy Dodds. md 
Miller v Miller. c. Robson v Robson. fe & 8 
Boultbee v Tucker. cc. Cook v Payne. ¢ 
Beasley v Austin. md Christian v Adamson. f c 
Hervey v Chapman. fc Williams v Williams. fc 
Tucker v Wallbridge. md Cooke v Metropolitan Ry. 
White v White. c¢ Co. md 
Dicks v Batten. m d Huddleston v Stones. md 
Davidson v Coats. fc Andrews v Allen. m d 
Mackenzie v Martin. md North v Haslam. c 
Young v Dollimore. md Knox v Turner. ¢ 
Rooke v Grant. fc &s. 3ruges v Cooper. 
Ombler v Ombler. fc Botten v Codd. fe 
Colvin v Colvin. fc 
Cheesewright v Thorn. ap 

from Shaftesbury County 

Court 
oe P vy The Witney Ry. 


fe 
Forshaw v Mottram. fe 
Horn v Horn. md 
Duguid v Fraser. md 
Lueas v Lucas. md 
Rose v Rowe. fe 
Bartram v Pulley. md 
Collins v Lewis. fe 
Johnston v Johnston. md 
Sibthorp 4 The Witney Ry. Pughv Clark. c 
Co. fe Holland v Holland. 
Chapman v The London and Cookv Rivington. c 
North-Western Ry.Co. md In re Desplan, Davey v White. 
Walker v Coleman. fc f 
Bailey v Hobson. md 
Lazenby v Ls azenby. fc 
7 v Walter, Walter v Platt. 
c 
Cosens v Rowlandson. f c 
Teed v Purnell. c 
Burdick v Garrick. m d 
Carr v Rose. md 


Chap 7 * The Witney Ry. 


fe 


c 

Billamore v Tate. md 
Greenslade v Carthen.. m d 
Cowell v Acraman. md 
Barnes v Woods. md 

Dixon v Neaves. md 
Ironmonger v Ironmonger. m d 
Inman v ” Massey. md 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHarp MALins. 
Causes, §e. 
Overend, Gurney & Co. v Wilson v The Tottenham and 
Gurney. dem Hampstead Junction Ry. 
Guinness v La Mert. exons to 0. © 
Barclay vy The Metropolitan 
Ry. Co. ¢ 
ans In re Peterson’s Estate, Peter- 
Mid Wales Ry. Co.v Cambrian son v Peterson. f ¢ 
Ry. Co. demr Jodrell v Stratton. md 
International Bank (Limited) Stolworthy v Sancroft. 
v Gladstone. md Shuter v Hill. fc 
Hare v The London, Brighton, Butler v Gray. spe 
& South-Cuast Ry. Co. Townend v Metcalfe. fe 
md Johnston v Brown. sp ¢ 
Dickinson v Barclay. m d, Earl Beauchamp v Winn. c, 
pt hd wit 
Agra Bank v Symons. m d Ridwronk v Graves. 
ot hd Allen v Bonnett. md 
Cutler v_ Savill, m d wit Sutcliffev Howard. md 
(April 19) The Portsmouth, Portsea, 
Deakin v_ Spittle. f c Gosport and South Hants 
(April 26 Banking Co. v Beldham. f 
Catling v The Great Northern c¢&3 s to vary 
Ry. Co. md Lawton v Parker. md 
Best v Minns. c Dickinson v Burgess. md 
Skirrow v Skirrow. fc Weeks v Jackson. c, wit 
Crossley v Dorning. c¢ Empson v Rhodes. md 
Green v Taylor. md Breckon v Russell. in d 
Wrench vy Wynne. fe Mackie v European Assurance 
Inglis v Cave. c Society. m 
Hill v Royds. md Keightley v The Hoylake Ry. 
Cahill y Moreton. ¢ Co. ¢ 
a v bee fe P Mason v Benson. md 
ronje v Matthews. m d wit — v Dav Ry. Co. 
Lewis v Matthews. fc ‘che aes 
Briant v Tebbut. f c, mtn to Robarts v Moore. md 
Southwell v Martin. c 
Coventry v Morris. md 
Loxley v Doune. fc 


ansr 
Wildes v Dudlow. exons to 


fe 


md 


vary 
Peek v Peck. md 
Brune v Sawle. spc 





Hayhow v George. md 
Roope v Metropolitan District 
Ry. Co. md 
Steele v Tha Midland Ry. 
Co. md 
Capper v Simanides. 
Simmonds v Brooks. 
Pearse v Dobinson. 
Adamson v Chadwick. 
Senior v Senior. sp c 
Flexon v Folliott. m d 
Phillipson v Gibbon. m d 
Howard v Hodson. m d 
Vickers v Holmes. ¢ 
Styring v Berry. ¢ 
Rawlings v he Metropolitan 


md 
md 
c, Ww 
md 


Ry. Co. 
The eee & South Western 
Bank (Limited) v.Nash. md 
Roberts v Baseley. m d 
McMurray v Spicer. f ¢ 
Cottrill v Coombe. m da 
Bousfield v Bousfield. m d 
Holden v Hart. md 
Poupard v Fardell. c 
Smith v Shipman. md 
Vigers v Butson. c 
Herington v ‘the Metropolitan 
Ry. “Co. md 
— v Gane. f c & 8 to 
Saat & South Western 
Bank (Limited) v_ Fair- 
lie. m 
Wild v Wild. fe 
Coutts v Acworth. ¢ 
Poupard v Stones. c 
Fothergill v Davies ¢ 
Stephens v Hasluck. md 
Critchell v The Commissioners 
of Her Majesty’s Works and 
Public Buildings. md 
Chadwick v Mc Kenna. md 


Redgrave vy Strevens. md 
Pugh vArton. fe 
Duke of Bedford v.Bothamley 


Earl St. Germans v Fox. md 
Cornish v Hall. md 
Slatter v Samuel. md 
England vy Grant. md 
Abbot v Cawston. md 
Thomas vy Thomas. md 
Matterson v Baersetmann. m d 
Page v Young. m 
Montgomery v Floyd. co 
Weyman v Carter. md 
Glover v Moore. c¢ 
Dickinson v Dillwyn. 
Tippet v Fiddy. md 
Silver v Udall. md 
‘Trappes v Meredith. md 
Clark v Simpson. md 
Berrie v Bower. md 
McKenna v Chadwick. md 
Tooth v Banks. ¢ 
Saunders v Tottenham & 
- ampstead Junction Ry. Co, 


spe 


nd 

Wares v Mayor &c. of Kings- 

ton-upon-Hull. md 
Eade v Morgan. c 
Howell v Jones. md 
Samuelson v Mattison. 
Musgrave v Hart. md 
Hawkes v Hawkes. md 
Shippey v Hocombe. c¢ 
Charrington v Keech. fc 
Grieves v Rawley. md 
Waters v Bull. fe 
Croydon v Carlyon. md 
Phillpotts v Bradgate. md 
Cartwright v Hewit. md 
Cooke v Pearson. md 
Millward v Cusworth. c 
Hillesden v Plummer. md 
sa > hited: Morley v Saunders. 

c 


md 


Stevenson v Barugh. md 
Pethybridge v Ogalbe. md 
Brown v Brown. fc 
Spencer v Lucas. md 
Dobson v Lasbury. 


Before the Vice-Chancellor W. M. JAMEs. 
Causes, §c. 


Wollaston v King. md, pt hd 

Peel v Peel. dem 

Clerk v Bishton. md 

Dommett v Delfraisse. 

Potter v Roker. md 

Glasier v Harvey. md 

Glaskin v The Metropolitan 
Ry. Co. md 

Bovill v Daw. c, wit 

Powell v Elliott. md 

Thompson v Atlantic Tele- 
graph Co. md 

Pears v Laing. md 

Stamp v Anderson. ¢ 

Anderson v Stamp. ¢ 

Stiebel v Royal Sardinian Ry. 
Co. ¢ 

Topham v Duke of Portland. c 

Topham v Duke of Portland. c 

Elwon v Spark. c 

The United States of America 
v. Mc Rae. c, w (April 21) 

Nevill v Crace. c, a wit. to be 
cross examd (April 20) 

Jones v Allchin. Pe 

Wood v Robson. c 

Russell v Hathaway. c 

Calthorpe v Caltho 

Leather Cloth - ‘imited) v 
Lorsont. m 

Nickalls v ies md 

Dann v The City of London 
Brewery Co. lim c 

Nicholls v Warren. c 

Brett v Brett. md 


md 


Wilson v Bell. c 

Brownjohn v Gale. fe 
Phelp v Amcotts. md 
Ottoman Co. (Limited) v Far- 


le 

mene v Wells. fe 

Curtis v Naish. c 

London Investment Co. (Limi- 
ted) v Carter. md 

Pike v Nicholas. c, e 
viva voce (April 26) 

The Consolidated Bank (Limi- 
ted) v Crankshaw. md 

Taylor v Cox. fc 

Woodland v ifowland. md 

Brett v Dowe , Mh. 

Joint Stock Discount Co. (Li- 
mited) v Brown. md 

Foster v Foster. md 

James v Pugh. fe 

Penny v Penny. a, ¢ 

Neale v Neale. 

Dew v Yolhoues. c 

Prout v Prout. fe 

Hanover, King of, v Bank of 
England. md 

Forde v Kinnear. md 

Malpas v Williamson. fe 

Parkes v Stevens. ¢ 

Parkes v Stevens. md 

Jardine v Perceval. md 

Cooper v Haverson. c¢ 

Chalk v Abbey. md 

Savage v Savage. md 


evidence 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER, 
Sirrincs 1n Error. 
The following ove have been appointed for the argument 


of Errors and Appeals :— 
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QUEEN’s BENCH. 
Monday ..... dees dewee May 10 | Wednesd ay ............ May 12 
WOU BY. <cncoc.se-s.ic0 59 
Common PLEAs. 
IDI) 5 icceeshks suadtens enton tess 
EXCHEQUER. 
Friday...... ....0.2....May 14 | Saturday ......... 


srecceceee May 13 


seocee May 15 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quoratroy, April 16, 1869. 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacte2.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 334 Annuities, April, 785 
Ditto for Account, May 6, 93} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 91§ Ex Bills, £1000, 6 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 91% Ditto, £500, Do 6 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Nitto, £100 & £200,6 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of Engiand Stocx, 4 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last half-year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 240 x d 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 210 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 105} 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 110 
Ditto 5per Cont.,July, °80 114 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceaé., Oct. $8 100% Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 1033 
Ditto, ditto, Certiticates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 15 p.n 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000,15 pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 


















































Shres. tailways. Paid, | Closing prices 
scccseccccsesocccccoces: 100 78 
eee . 100 79 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western . 100 99 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..,, . 100 33 
Stock} Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 ........., 100 pe 
Stock | Great Northern coeeee 100 103 
Stock Do., A Stock* ..... ecevcsccccseeccccsccccccsces} 100 09 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 97 
Stock | Great Western—Original ........0600.ccse000, 100 50 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford, | 100 27 
Stock Do.,do.—Newport ..... 100 30 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire . 100 123 
6tock | London, Brighton, and South «| 100 at 
Stock | Lordon, Chatham, and Dover...... eee! 100 173 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western....... 100 ist 
Stock | London and South-Western ..,, ' 100 88 
Stock | Manchester, Shettield, and Lincoln. 100 57} 
Stock | Metropolitan.........cccsccccssceseeserses | 108 1033 
MGI | MRIMINRDE 58 Syay ced sccea eek cdg coaskesso cece | 100 1164 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby , 100 85 
Stock | North British . 100 36 
Stock | North London , 100 i2L 
Btock | North Stailurdshire | 109 55 
Stock | South Devon. ......... luo 43 
Stock | South-Eastern . tuo 775 
Stock Do., Deterred . 1 455 
Stock | Tatl Vale..........ccsseee Saagpveonnpegeenaimecessacen | 100] 150 











Money Market anv Crry INTELLIGENCE. 

Early in the week the favourable reception accorded to the 
Budget caused the funds to move upwards. This stimulus, 
however, soon died out, and all the markets have subsequently 
been rather dull. ‘The railway market has latterly been 
rather strengthened by the traffic receipts. ‘Lhe discount de- 
mand is very light. 

ABOLITION OF THE Duty on INsuRANCES.—The directors of 
the Royal Insurance Company have been prompt in maturing 
a plan by which insurers will receive the benefit of the abolition 
of this tax. ‘They purpose issuing for new insurances short time 
policies to Midsummer next, and thence annually, duty free, 
otherwise insurers would have to pay at least a year’s duty. 








Tne Jupicature Commisston.—The first report of the 
Judicature Commission will very shortly be published, 
Among its recommendations will be found a proposal for the 
consolidation of all the courts, both of law and equity, into 
one Supreme Court, which will be divided, after the Scotch 
plan, into chambers or divisions. It will also propose that 
pleadings be simplified, and official referees attached to the 
various courts as scientific assessors, following the recommen- 
dations of the Patent Law Commission of 1864. The Home 
Circuit is condemned, and the remodelling of the other circuits 
is proposed. A new Court of “— is to be constituted, to 
take the place of the Exchequer Chamber, Privy Councii, and 
Chancery Appeal Courts. Lastly, all the recommendations of 
the House of Commens’ Committee of last year on common and 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
April 9.—By Messrs. Rusawerta, Assotr, & Co. 

Leasehold residence, No. 28, Nottingham-place, Regent’s-park, and 
stabling in Northampton-mews ; term, 22 years unexpired, at £14 lis. 
per annum-— Sold for £1,000. 

April 13.—By Messrs. Desenaam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Freehoid residence, known as Nutfield-house, Wimbledon-park, with 
lawns, grounds, and stabling, containing about 2 acres-—Sold for 
£4,900 

Freehold ground rents, amounting to £75 per annum, secured on Nos. 
1 to 11, Abney-park-terrace, High-street, Stoke Newington—Sold for 
£1,930. 

By Messrs. Ettts & Sor. 

Leasehold house, 'o. 30, Falmout'i-road, Great Dover-street, Borough, 
let at £36 per annum ; term, 70 years from 1835, at £5 per annum— 
Sold for £340. 





AT GARRAWAY’S. 
April 13.—By Mz, Lounpbs. 

Leasehold residence, No. 1, Holland Villas-road, Kensington, let at 
£110 per annum; term, 83 years unexpired, at 5s. per annum— 
Sold for £1,770. 

Leasehold residence, No. 14, Holland-villas-road, leb at £10) per 
rr’ term, 83 years unexpired, at 5s. per annum—Sold for 

2,010, 

Leasehold residence, No. 15, Holland-villas-roai, let at £100 per 
annum; term, 83 years unexpired, at 5s. per anaum—Sold for 
£2,020. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

JONES--On March 30, at Rhayader, the wife of David Clement Jones, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter, who survived her birth only a few 
hours. 

LEWIS—On April 12, at Ridgway, Wimbledon, the wife of Charles 
Warner Lewis, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

LOWNDES—On April 11, the wife of Francis Dobson Lowndes, Esq., of 


Liverpool, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


BURRELL—PORTAL—On April 8, at the Parisk Church, Streatham, 
Charles Burrell, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at-Law, to Mary, daughter of 
Richard Brinsley Portal, Esq., of Tonge House, Lower Norwood. 

DAVIES—GANDELL—On April 8, at Holywell Chureh, Oxford, Rees 
Edward Davies, Esq., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, of The Mardy, Gla- 
morganshire, and the Inner Temple, to Florence, daughter of the Rev. 
Robert Gandell, M.A., Laudian Professor of Arabic. 

WHEELER—HARRISKINE~—On April 15, at St. John’s Church, Penge, 
George Brash Wheeler, Esq., Solicitor, of Bedford-row, and West Dul- 
wich, to Alice Aun, youngest daughter of the late William Harriskine, 
E 


Sq. 
WILKIE—EDGAR—On April 8, at St. Paul’s Episcopal Church, York- 
place, Edinburgh, William Patrick Wilkie, Esq., Advocate, to Eliza 
Katharine, daughter of the late James Edgar, Esq., of Lennoxville, 
Lower Canada. 
DEATHS. 


BEAVAN—On April 13, Hagh John Cadell Beavan, Eeq., Barrister- 
at-Law, of the Middle Temple, in his 29th year. 

BURKE—On April 8, in London, Emma Jane, the wife of Charies 
Granby Burke, Esq., Master of the Common Pleas, Ire!and. 

CARISS—On April 14, at Leeds, Ben Cariss, Esq., Solicitor, of Leeds, 

aged 55. 

DRUCE—On April 15, George Druce, Esq., Q.C., of Lincoln’s-inn and 

Denmark-hill, Camberwell. 

GREEN-—On April 8, at Ware, Her‘s, Mary, the wife of James Fordham 

Green, Esq., Soticitor, in the 76th year of her age. 

M‘LEOD—On April 7, at Clement’s-inn, Bentley M’Leod, Esq., Solicitor, 

of 51, Lincoln’s-inn-ficlds, in his 64th year. 

WARE—On April 6, Samuel Ware, Esq., Solicitor, of Exeter, formerly 

of Chard, Somerset, aged 23. 





BaReakrast.—Eprs's Cocoa.—GRATEFUL AND CoMForTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour- 
ite. The ‘‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ The singular success 
which Mr. Epps attained by his homeopathic preparation of cocoa has 
never been sur by any experimentalist. By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills.’’ 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold by the trade only in $lb., 
4lb., and I1b, tin-lined packets, labelled—James Errs & Co., Homa@o- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr.] 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


UWHinding-up of Joint stock Comypanies. 

Fripay, April 9, 1869. 

Limirep In CHANCERY. 
Avonside Sugar Refinery Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Aprili7, to send their names and addresses, a@ the 
particulars of their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of 
their solicitors, to Wilberforce Tribe, Albion Chambers, Bristol. Mon- 
day, April 20, at 2, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims, 
Great Northern Copper Mining Company of South Australia (Limited). 
—Creditors resident in Europe are required, en or before May 20, and 





special juries are adopted.—The Ow/. 





creditors resident elsewhere are required, on or before Oct 20, to send 


sarrwntecemeaeedion 


NA GON ef an. 
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their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, and the names and addresses of their solicitors, to Samuel 
Lowell Price, 13, Gresham-st. Monday, Nov 1, at 2,is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Killamarsh Coal Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
April 7, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on April 
17. Aldridge, Mark-lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Madras Coffee Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
March 1, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on April 
17. Rooks & Co, King-st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners. 

South-Eastern of Portugal Railway Company (Limited).— Petition for 
winding-up, presented April 7, directed to be heard betore Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins on April 16. Mackenzie & Co, Crown-ct, Old Broad-st, 
solicitors for the petitioners. Petition for winding-up, presented 
April 8, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on April 17. 
Bischoff & Co, Gt Winchester-st-buildings, solicitors for the peti- 
tioner. 

Staverton Cloth Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins has ap- 
pointed David Henry Stone, of the Poultry, Benjamin Fox Overbury, 
of Coleman-st, and James Thomas Snell, of Cheapside, to be official 
liquidators of the above company. 

Tuespay, Avril 13, 1869. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Crown Land and Building Company (Limited).—Petition for winding- 
up, presented April !2, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Malins on April 23. Noon & Davies, New Broad st, solicitors for the 
petitioner. 

Port Philip and Colonial Gold Mining Company (Limited).—Order made 
by Vice-Chancellor Stuart,on March 12, for reducing the capital of 
the above company from £500,000, divided into 100,000 shares of £5 
each, to £200.000, divided into 109,000 shares of £2 each. Young & 
Co, Frederick’s-p!, Old Jewry, solicitors for the company. 

South-Eastern of Portugal Railway Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding-up, presented April 12, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor James on April 24. Bischoff & Co, Gt Winchester-st- 
buildings, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Valgodemard Miuing Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of their solici- 
tors, to Alfred Good and James William Lukis, 71, Cornhill. Tues- 
day, June 15, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

East and West Junction Railway Company.—Petition for confirming a 
scheme of arrangement between the above company and their credi- 
tors, presented April 5, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
James on May 1; any person who may be desirous to oppose the con- 
firmation thereof should enter an appearance at the office of the 
Clerks of Record and Writs on or before April 28. Ashurst & Co, 
Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tugspax, April 13, 1869. 
Leighton Friendly Society, Grove Inn, Leighton, Salop. April 10. 
St. Mary’s Female Mutual Assurance Benevolent Society, Hastings, 
Sussex. April 10. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, April 9, 1869. 
Bingley, Thos, Pagoda-ter, New-rd, Bermondsey,Gent. April30. Bing- 
ley v Pewtress, M.R. Rose, Salisbury-st, Strand. 
Langley, John Hy, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Esq. May 21. Langley v Bates, 
V.C. Stuart. Langley, Cardiff. 
Long, Joseph, Dover, Kent, Draper. May I. Long v Iggulden, M. R. 
a ielding & Greenhow, Dover. 
Nisbett, Wm, Lpool, Accountant. May 3. Evans v Nisbett, County 
Palatine cf Lancaster. District Registrar, Lpool. 
Proud, Richd, Colchester, Essex, Builder. May 6. Groom ¢ Proud, 
Y.C. Malins. Newell, Colchester. 


Tuespay, April 13, 1869, 

Gresley, Sir Thos, Caldwell Hall, Derby, Bart, May 14. Farmer r Gres- 
ley, V.C. Stuart. Whately, Birm. 

Inns of Court Hote: Company (Limited). May 7. Cox » Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields Hotei Company (Limited). Gregory & Co, Bedford-row. 

Saunders, Josiah, Albemarle-st, Piccadilly, Dentist. May 2!. Millerv 
Saunders, V.C. Stuart. Foster, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Swann, Eliz, Owthorne, York, Widow. May 5. Swann v Jones,M. R. 
Stamp & Co, Hull. 

Woods, Mary, Rainford, Lancaster, Widow. May 3. Hudson v Ellison, 
V.C. Malina, Taylor, St Helen’s. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Faipay, April 9, 1869. 
Attwood, Edwd Marcus, Val de la Haye, nr Rouen, Esq. 
Wilkin, Tokenhouse-yard. 
Clarke, Anne Maria, Essex-rd, Islington. 
Fenchurch-st. 
Cripps, Chas, Farnham-house, Cavan, Ireland, Footman. 
Carr, St Mildred’s-ct, Poultry. 
Crossley, Joseph, Broomfield, York, Esq. 
Halifax. 
Dunn, Benj, Harworth-upon-Tees, Durham, Esq. May 13, Hutchin- 
son & Lucas, Darlington. 
a Rachel Pare, Leamington, Warwick, Spinster. 
ibbs. 
Goddard, Chas Edwina, Tottenham-ct-rd, Victualler. May 13. 
Hunter & Co, New-sq, Lincoin’s-inn. 
Gregory, Thos, Warwick-castle, House Steward. June 1. Indermaur, 
Devonshire-ter, High-st, Marylebone. 


May 1. 
May 20. Selsby, Fen-ct, 
May 31. 
May 29. Wavell & Co, 


May 28 


Kerr, Chas Wm John, Winslow, Buckingham, Clerk, 

Tindal & Baynes, Aylesbury. 

Lee, Hy, Sudbury, Suffolk, Coach Builder, May 10. Andrews & 

Canham, Sudbury. 

Lee, Mary, Barnetby-le-Wold, Lincoln, Widow. June I. Robbs, Brigg. 

Marks, Simon King, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. June 24. Reece & 

Harris, Birm. 

Naunton, Geo, Southtown, Suffolk, Gent. June 1. Barnes, Gt Yar- 

mouth. 

Neele, Sam! John, Strand, Engraver. June 1. Abraham, Mansfield-st, 

Portland-pl. 

Parish, Hy, Oldbury, Worcester, Registrar of Births. May 10. Haye3 

& Wright, Oldbury. 

Ward, Mary, Reading, Berks, Spinster. May 31, Blandy,. 

Watkins, Thos, Hereford, Gent. May 1. Mason, Maddox-st, Re- 
gent-st. 

White, Harriett, Maida-vale, Middlesex, Widow, May 8. White, 

Boundary-rd, St John’s-wood. 

White, Augustus Jackson, Brixton-rise. May 10. J. & ©. Robinson, 

Basinghall-st. 


June 24, 


Tugspay April 13, 1869. 

Ashby, Ann, Preston, Lancashire, Widow. 
Preston. 

Boardman, Wm, Farington, Lancashire, Esq. May 1. Buck & Dick- 
sons, Preston. 

Burton, Isabella, Nottingham, Widow. June 1. Enfield & Dowson, 
Nottingham. 

Cannell, Chas, Beaumont-row, Stepney, Gent. May 31. Roscoe & 
Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq. 

Derbyshire, Wm, Yeaveley, Derby, Yeoman. May 5. Fox. 

Douglas, Wm, Heathfie!d, Upper Streatham, Esq. May 10. Wright 
& Co, London-st, Fenchurch-st. 

Ledsam, Wm, Boundary-rd, St Jolin’s-wood, Solicitor. July 10. Valpy 
& Ledsam, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Kerr, John, Richmond-ter, Clapham rd. May 21. Westall & Roberts, 
Leadenhall-st. 

Littler, Peter, Knowsley, Lancashire, Farmer. July 1. Stone and 
Bartley, Lpool. , 

McKimmie, Joseph, Park-pl-villas, Maida-hill West. May 26, Duff 
& Nephew, Nicholas-lane. : 

Miles, Wm, Birm, Licensed Victualler. May+. Mitchell, Birm. 

Peel, Amelia Maria, Waresley-house, Worcester, Widow. May 20, 
Whateley & Whateley, Birm. 

Sedger, John Small, Stone, Kent, Gent. May 31. Lewis & Bell, 
Rochester. 

Thornhill, Eliz, St Paul’s-rd, Canonbury, Widow. May 14. Jenkin- 
son & Son, Corbet-ct, Gracecharch-st. 

Watson, Robt, Manch, Fishmonger. June 1. Chew & Sons, Manch. 

White, Rev Glyd, Ewehue, Oxford, Clerk. June 1. Hooper & Co, 
Southampton-bldgs. 


Geeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
FaipayY, April 9, 1869. 

Baker, Fredk, Worcester, Innkeeper. March 18. 
April 9. 

Blinkhorn, Hy, Birm, Draper. March 11, Asst. Reg April 7. 

Boff, Geo, Park-st, nr St Albans, Hertford, Builder. March 15. Asst. 
Reg April 7. 

Brady, Chas, City-rd, Ironmonger. March 23. Comp. Reg April 9. 

Bromley, Urias, & David Lewis, Manch, Merchants. March 19. Asst, 
Reg April 9. 

Brooks, Richd, Lpool, Plumber. March 8. Asst. Reg April 5. 


May 22. Bonds 


Comp. Reg 


Capewell, Eliza, Birm, Wire Worker. March 15. Comp. Reg 
April 8. 
Carter, Hy, Northchapel, Sussex,Grocer. March15. Arrangement. 


Reg April 8. 

Carvill, John Abbott, Friday-st, Warehouseman. March 31. Asst. 
Reg April 8 

Chaliicom, Geo Bullin, Newport, Monmouth, Potatoe Merchant. 
March 11. Asst. Reg April 8. 

Channing, Wm John, Thorverton, Devon, Miller. 
Reg April 9, 

Chapman, Robt, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. 
Reg April 6. 


March 25. Comp. 
March 27. Comp. 


Colyer, Alfred, Strood, Kent, Grocer. March 16. Comp. Reg 
April 7. 

Day, Sam! Elwall, Brighton, Sussex, Draper. March 12. Asst. Reg 
April 8. 


Domeny, Joseph, Detpford, Kent, March 13. Comp. Reg April 6. 

Dormer, Wm, Freeman’s-ct, Cheapside, Printer. March 10. Comp. 
Reg April 7. 

Durston, Edwin Morey, Bath, Shoemaker. 
April 9. 

Druce, Joseph, Ramsgete, Kent, Schoolmaster. March 20, Comp. 
Reg April. 6 

Eagle, Geo Wm, Edgware-rd, Confectioner. 
April 9. 

Early, Richd, jun, Whitney, Oxford, Manufacturer. Feb 24, Comp. 
Reg April 7. 

Firth, Solomon, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Marah 10, Inspector- 
ship. Reg April 6. 

Gardner, Saml, Birm, Merchant. March 11. 
April 6. 


March 15. Asst. Reg 


April 2, Asst. Reg 


Inspection. Reg 


Gerrish, Simon, & Emerson Gerrish, Bristol, Curriers, March 10. 
Asst. Reg April 4, 

Goodwin, Fisher Getliffe, Sheffield, Seedsmau, March |. Comp. 
Reg April 7. 

Goodwin, Geo, Park-rd, Oid Kent-rd, Cheesemonger. March 15. 
Comp. Reg April 8. 

Gordon, Bernard, Leicester, Leather Merchant. March 27. Comp. 


Reg April 8. 
Greatorex, Judah, Park-rd, Hampton-wick, Gent. March 9. Comp. 
Reg April 6. 
Hain, Geo, Thirsk, York, Veterinary Surgeon. March 9. Asst. Reg 
il 6. 





Halstead, Wm, Burnley, Lancashire, Gent, 


J 1, 
Artindale, Burnley. une Handsley & 


Apr 
Hampson, Mary, Alesbury,- Buckingham, Confectioner. March 6. 


Asst. Reg April 8. 
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Harvey, Arthur, Archer-st, Westbourne-grove, Tailor. March 18. 
Comp. Reg April 6. 

Hawthorn, Jas, Mare-st, Hackne;, Jeweller. March 27. Comp. Reg 
April 8. 

Heal y, Joseph, Todmordon, Lancaster, Grocer, March!, Asst. Reg 
April 8 


le 

ri! 

- Watts, Brighton, Sussex, Tea Dealer. March 9. 
8. 


Hemmings, Joseph 
Comp. Reg April 

Heyworth, Robt, & John Wrigley, Edenfield, Lancaster, Cotton Waste 
Spinners. March 12. Asst. Reg April 9. 

Hiley, John, Birm, Draper. April5. Comp. Reg April 7. 

Holiand, Wm Elliott, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. 
Comp. Reg April 5. 

Holt, Wm Ellis, Oswaldtwistle, Lancaster, Cutton Manufacturer. 
April 2. Comp. Reg April 7. 


March 8. 


Howell, Edwd, Mark-lane, Wholesale Grocer. April 1, Asst. Reg 
April 7. 
Humphreys, David, Wrexham, Denbigh, Ironmonger. -March 13. 


Asst. Reg April 8. 
Johnson, Wm Hy, Manch, Chemist. March17. Comp. Reg April 9. 
Jones, Katherine Sarah, Alfrick, Worcester, Butcher. March 23. 

Asst. Reg April 6. 

Jones, a sec, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. 

April 8. 

Jousiffe, Chas, & Geo Jousiffe, Blackfriars-rd, Cordial Manufacturers. 

Aprill. Comp. Reg April 6. 
Kranshaar, Pincus, Lpool, Picture Dealer. 

April 7. ‘ 
ive Fort-rd, Bermondsey. Carpenter. March 15. Comp. 

ri 


March 2. Comp. Reg 


March 22. Comp. Reg 
leg 


Mather, Jas, Bath, Shoemaker. March 30. Comp. Reg April 8. 

Mayhew, Jas, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. March 11. 
Comp. Reg April 6. 

a rte Thos, Northampton, Currier. March 13. Comp. Reg 
April8. 

Moody, Richd, Landport, Southampton, Grocer. March 26. Asst. 
Reg April 8. 

North, Wm, Bilston, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. March 27. Comp. 
Reg April 8 


a Wm, Darlaston, Stafford, Grocer. March 1]. Asst. Reg 

April 8. 

Paterson, Jas, Lpool, Draper. March 27. Asst. Reg April 8. 

Richards, Geo, London-rd, Bromley-by-Pow, Cheesemonger. March 
10. Comp. Reg April 7. 

Robinson, Wm, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Grocer. March 12. Asst. Reg 


ril 8. 

Rolls, John, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Linendraper. March 13. 
Asst. Reg April 8. 

Rose, Chas, Portslade, Sussex, Grocer. March 17. 


Asst. Reg 


pril 8. 
Rusher, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Stationer. March 2. Asst. Reg 


pril 7. 

ay Pa Walsall, Stafford, Publican. March 15. Asst. Reg 
pril 9. 

Sergeant, Cornelius, Chorley, Lincaster, Draper. March 13. Comp. 
Reg April 7. 

Sharrock, Robt, Walton-le-Dale, Lancaster, Cotton-spinner. March 
1}. Asst. Reg April 7. ; 

Smith, Harriet, Narberth-rd, Pembroke, Innkeeper. March 22. Comp. 
Reg April 7. 

Emith, Jos:ph, Addingham, York, Worsted Manufacturer. 
Asst. Reg April 8. 

Smoothy, Thos Buck, & Wm Caulier Sherriff, Holloway-rd, Upholsterers. 
March 24. Comp. Reg April 8. 

Taylor, John, & Saml Wrigley, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. 
March 19. Comp. Reg April 7. 

Tombs, John, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer. March 12. 


April 9. 
by ar Hy Farr. Mile End-rd, Grocer. 


Feb 26. 


Asst. Reg 


March 12, Comp. Reg 
pri) 6. 

Walker, Wm, Lindley, York, Woolien Manufacturer. Aprill. Asst. 
Reg April 6. 

Wade, Chas, Norfolk, Grocer. March 15, Asst. 

Wardley, Geo, Bury-St-Edmunds, Grocer. 
April 7. 

Wiggitt, Wm, Hartbam-rd, Holloway, Builder. March 15. Comp. 
Reg April 7, 


Reg April 8. 


March 4. Asst. Reg 


Tvuespay, April 13, 1869. 
ay Edwd, Jarrow, Durham, Clothier. April 7. Comp. 
pril 12, 
Barnes, Robt, St George-st, St George’s East, Bout Maker, March 18, 
Comp. Reg April 9. 
em On, Sandbach, Chester, Grocer. 
pril 9. 
Bell, Wm, Upper Bangor, Carnarvon, Draper. March 22. Asst. 
Reg April 12. 
Bostel, Danl, Milton-st, Carpenter. March 29. Comp. Reg April 12, 
Calverley, John, Brighton-lodge, Cathnor-rd, Hammersmith, Builder. 
March 13. Comp. Reg April 9. 
Gaseen, Gee, Corston-ter, Kensington, Butcher, April9. Comp. Reg 
pril 9, 
Cooke, John, Salford, Lancaster, Paper Dealer, April 7. Comp. 
Reg April 12. 
rayson, Valentine, Gravesend, Kent, Grocer, 
Reg April 12. 
Edmiston, John Geo, & Robt Wallace Edmiston, Lpoo!, Wine Merchants. 


Reg 


March 15. Asst. Reg 


March 30. Comp. 


March 15, Asst. Heg April 10. 
Emery, Edwd, Portsea, Southampton, Grocer. March 14, Comp. 
Reg April 9, 
—_, joseph, Pudsey, York, Wooldrigr. March 17. Comp. Reg 
pr , 


Greenwood, Robt, Hobden-bridge, York, Coal Merchant. March 9. 
Asst. Reg April 13. 
Hales, Wm Riehd, John’s-pl, Upper-st, Islington, Trinter. 


April 7. 
Comp. Reg April 10, ‘ 


Hartas, Isaac, Ravenswyke, York, Esq. Feb 26. Asst. Reg April 12. 
March 8 Asst. 
March 18. 


Harvey, Wm White, Birm, Draper. 


Reg April 10, 
Hawkins, Hy, Bristol, Grocer, P 


Comp. Reg April 12, 











ee ee Congleton, Chester, Druggist. March 28. Comp. Reg 

pril 12. 

Kent, Thos Freshwater, Dartford, Kent, Grocer. March 13, Asst. 
Reg April 12. 

Lawson, Chas, sen, & Chas Lawson, jun, Bradford, York, Stuff Mer- 
chants. March 23. Asst. Reg April 12. 

a Maney, Warwick, Builder. April 9. Comp. Reg 

pril 13. 

Margereson, Hy, Chesterfield, Derby, Provision Dealer. March 16. 
Asst. Reg April 12, 

Marshall, Fredk Wm, Lpool, Shoe Manufactarer. April 8. 
Reg April 10, 

Moore, Hy Josiah, Kingsland-rd, Boot Manufacturer. March 25. Comp. 
Reg April 12. 

Pratt, Ay gg Leeds, Timber Merchant. March 2. Inspectorship. Reg 
April 9. 

Robson, Christopher Stephen, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. March 
16. Comp. Reg April 9. 

Shanks, John, Newcastle-upen-Tyne, Cab Driver. 
Reg April 9. 

Smaliey, Aaron, Preston, Lancaster, Draper. 


Comp. 


April 5. Comp. 


March 16. Comp. Reg 


April 12. 

Smallwood, Robt, Birm, Hop Merchant. March 15. Comp. Reg 
April 10. 

Snow, Thos Partridge, Crediton, Devon, Innkeeper. March 3. Asst. 
Reg April 9. 

Southern, John, Birkdale, Lancaster, Joiner. April 5. Comp. Reg 


April 13. 
Tattersall, John, Boscobell-gardens. Alpha-rd, St Johu’s- wood. Stone 


Mason. March 15. Comp. Reg April 12. 

Thompson, Joseph, Harrington, Cumberland, Miller. March 16. Asst. 
Reg April 10. 

Waiowright, Thos, Norwich, Contractor. March 13. Comp. Reg 
April 13. 

Watson, Edwd Cowham, Rayleigh, Essex, Grocer. Feb 13 Comp. 
Reg April 9. 

Wood, Thos, Birm, Woollen Manufacturer. March 12. Asst. Reg 


April 9. 
Wright, Stephen, Birm, Manchester Warehouseman. 
Reg April 9. 


March 16. Asst. 


Wright, Jas, St Peter’s-alley, Cornhill, Tailor, March 16. Asst. Reg 
April 8. 
Yates, ‘thos, Manch, Provision Dealer. March 16. Comp. Reg 
April 9. 
Young, Geo, Euston-rd, Fancy Warehouseman. April?. Asst. Reg 
April 10. 
Sankruph. 
Frrpay, April 9, t869. 
To Surrender in London. 
Adams, Geo, Wyvil-rd South Lambeth, Timber Merchant. Pet April 


7. Roche. April 2? atl. 
Banks, John, Alexander-st, Bazkinz-rd, Shipwright. 
April 26 at 2. 
Batchelor, Jonathan, New Barnet, Hertford, out of employ. 
6. April 26 at2. Hembery, Staples-inn, Holborn, 
Britcher, Edwd, New Church-rd, Camberwell, Carman. 
Roche. April 2! atl. Moss,'Trinity-st, Sou hwark. 
Cocks, Jas, Regent st, Tailor. Pet April 6. Roche. 
Dobie, Gresham-st. 


Rooks & Co, Ki-g-st, Cheapside. 

Pet April 7. 
Blacktord & Riches, Gt Swan-alley, Moorgate-st. 

Pet April 


Pet April 6. 
April 2! atl. 


Coe, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 6 (for pau). Pepys. 
April 30 ac 2. Watson, Basingnall-st. 
Coppinger, Edwd Marray, Fleet-st, Bookseller. Pet April 3. Pepys. 


April 29 att. Delman, Gresham-st. 

Cooke, Geo, Jamaica-rd, Bermondsey, out of busiess. 
Pepys. April 30atl!. Halse & Co, Cheapside. 

Darling, Robt, (not Robt Dorling, as previously advertised), Prisoner 
for Debt, London. Adj March 18. April 21 at Lt. 

Death, David, Walton-on-the-Naze, Essex, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Pet-Aprit 5. April 23 atil. Jones, Colchester. 

Delight, John, Laurence Poutney-hill, Cannon-st, Tuilor. Pet April 6. 
Roche. April2latll. Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st. 

Drake, Thos, Wilmington-sq, Clerkenwell, out of business. Pet April 
5. April26at1. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Fleming, John, Prisoner for Debt, Surrey. Pet April 
Brougham. April 26 atl2. Spencer, Blomfield-st, City. 

Fox, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 3 (for pau). 
April 21 at 11. Kimberley, Scott’s-yd, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

George, Fredk, Albany-ter, Old Ford-rd, Bow, Banker's Clerk. Pet 
April2. Pepys. Apr.129 at 12. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Godber, Chas, Acklam-rd, Westbourne pk, Builder, 
Pepys. April 29 at2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Grace, Wm, Whitchnreh, Buckingham, Innkeeper. 
April 26. at 12, Clarke, Aylesbury. < 

Graveley, Herbert, High-st, Upper Tooting, Cabinet Maker. Pet April 
5. Pepys. April 30.at2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry. 

Gunn, Isaac, Leyton, Essex, Carpenter. Pet April 6. Roche. 
21 ati2. Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Ilinski, Benedict, Albany-st, Regent’s-pk, Teacher of Foreign Lan- 
guages. Pet April7. April26at 2. Barrett, Bell-yard, Doctors’- 
commons. 4 ‘ 

James, Geo Wm, Walton-on-Thames, Surrey, Fishmonger. Pet April 
6. Pepys. April 30at 12. Greaves, Essex-st, Strand, 

Knuth, Herman Ludwig Fredk Christopher, Red Lion-st, Clerkenwell, 
Manufacturer of Fancy Goods. Pet April7. Roche. April 21 at 1. 
Greaves, Essex-st, Strand, 

Newsham, John Thompson, River Lee Wharf, Ponder's End, Coal 
Merchant. Pet April6. Roche. April 21 at 12. Butcher, Bouverie- 
st, Fleet-st. 

Noyce, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 3 (for pau). Pepys. 

pril 29 at 2. Goatley, Bow-st. , 

Oliver, Jas. Testerton-st, Lancaster-rd, Notting-hill, out of business, 
Pet April3. Pepys. April29at2. Stevenson, King’s Arms-yard. 

Pemberton, Robt Rea, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 6 (for pau). 
Brougham, April26 at2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Rowe, Wm, Staines, Middlesex, Jobbing Gardener, 
April 26 at 1. Haynes, Serle-st, Lincoln's inn. 


Pet April 2. 


3 (for pau). 
Roche. 


Pet April 3. 
Pet April 5. 


April 


Pet April 5. 
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Simms, Edwd, Windsor-rd, Denmark-hill, out ‘of business. Pet April 
5. Pepys. April 23.ati2, Halse & Co, Cheapside. 

Simons, John Blencowe, Westbourne-grove, Paddington, Surgeon 
Dentist. Pet April5. Roche, April 2latl1l. Rice, Symond’s-inn, 


Chancery-lane. 

Stokes, Fredk, Lower Kennington-lane, Book Keeper. Pet April 5. 
Pepys. Apri! 30at11. Scott, jun, Chancery-lane. 

Taylor, Chas Jennings, Bridge-st, Southwark, Carpenter. Pet April 5. 
Roche. April 21 at ll. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Walker, Hy Geo, King-st Biackheath-hill, Lewisham, General-shop 
Keeper, Pet April6. Roche. April 21 at 12, Heathfield, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Walker, Wm Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 6 (for pau). 
Roche. April 2l at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Waterford, Theodore Conway de, Priory-ter, Victoria-rd, Shepherd’s- 
bush,Comm Agent. Pet March16. Pepys. April, 30 at 2. Dobie, 

Gresham-st. 

Williams, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Surrey. Pet April 5 (for pau). 
Roche. April 2! at ll. Nash, Arlington-st, New North-rd. 

Wills, Jas Hy, Jermyn-st, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet April 5. 
April 26 at lz. Chandier, Bucklesbury. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Addie, Gavin, High Carr Mining Company, Stafford, Coal Master. Pet 
April 7. Hill. Birm, April 21 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm . 

Aj.derson, Joseph, Hill Top, Darham, Batcher. Pet April 5. Green- 
well. Durham, April 21 atl!. Marshall, jan, Durham. 

; Alsop, John, Gold Hole, York, Stone Delver. Pet April6. Jones. 
~ Holmfirth, May i0 at 10. Booth, Holmfirth. 

Archer, John, Bristol, Tailor. Pet April7. Wille. Bristol, “April 23 
atll. Clifton, Bristol. 

Atkinson, Braithwaire, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj March 19. 
Lpool, April 21 at Il. 

Autcliffe, Geo, North Muskham, Nottingham, Boat Owner. Pet April 
5. Newton. Newark, April 2! at 12. Ashley, Newark. 

Bagshaw, Geo, Cannton, Nottingham, Blacksmith. Pet March 5. 
Newton. Newark, April 21 at 12. Ashley, Newark. 

Barlow, Fredk, New Wortley, Leeds, Pork Butcher. Pet April 6. 
Leeds, April 19 atil. Pullan, Leeds. 

Beagley, Solomon, Addlestone, Surrey, Bricklayer. Pet April 6. 
Gregory. Chertsey, April23 at 11. Spiller, Egham, 

Beztley, Danl, Hoole, Chester, no basiness. Pet April 5, Lpo»l, April 
23 at 12. Churton, Chester. 

Bickerton, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 18. Kay. 
Manch, April 20 at 9.30. 

Birkett, Holiand Tos, Lpool, Merchant. Pet April 7. Lpool, April 
21 at il. Lace & Co, Lpool, 

Birtles,, Wm, Derby, Silk Throwster. Pet April5. Tudor. Birm, 
Apnl 27 atll. Briggs, Derby. 

Bottrell, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Canterbury. Adj March 19. Callaway. 
Canterbury, April 20 at 11. 

Bowerbank, Septimus, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancaster, Boot Maker. 
Pet April 6. Postlethwaite. Ulverston, April 19 at 10. Relph, 
Barrow-in-Farness. 

Browne, John Jas, Lpool, out of business. Pet April7. Lpool, April 
24atli. Bellringer, Lpool. 

Barton, Wm, Alfreton, Derby, Slater. Pet April 5. Hubbersty. 
Alfreton, Aprill9 at il. Walker. Belper. 

Butcher, Wm Caleb, Whitsable, Kent, Free Dredger. Pet April 5. 
Caliaway. Canterbury, April 20 at 11. Towne, Margate. 

Chambers, Richd, Birm, Gun Implement Wood Turner. Pet April 5, 
Hill. Birm, April2)at12. Maher, Birm. 

Conry, Thos, Long Eaton, Derby, Medical Practitioner. Pet April 7. 
Tudor. Birm, April 27 at 11. Smith. 

Crabtree, John, Burnley. Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 7. 
Macrae. Manch, April 23 atil. dhulne, Manch. 

Davies, Harriet, Swansea, Glamorgan, Widow, Pet April 1. Morris. 
Swausea, April 19 at 2. Smith, Swansea. 

Dodworth, John, Sheffield, Table Blade Forger. Pet April7. Wake. 
Sheffield, April 28 at !. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Dorrington, Freak, Ware, Hertford,Carpenter. Let April 2. Spence. 
Hertford, April 20 at 12, foster, Hertford. 

Dowell, Chas, Clifton, Bristol, Bank Manager, Pet April7. Wilde. 
Bristol, April 23 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Drayton, Jas,Cambridge, Blacksmith. Pet April 6. Eaden. Cam- 
bridge, April 24 at lz. Jarrold, Cambridge. 

Evans, Joseph Moses, Lpool, Attorney’s Clerk. Pet April 7. Lpool, 
April 23 at 11. Nordon, Lpool. 

Ferguson, Andrew, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. Pet March 31. Fardell. 
Manch, Aprii20atil. France, Wigan. 

Pluch, Fredk Wm, Cheltenbam, Gi , Tobacconist. Pet April 6. 
Wilde. Bristol, Apail 23 ati}. Press & Ins«ip, Bristol. 

Flynn, Bridget, Lpool, Staymaker. Pet April 5. Hime. Lpool, 
April 20 at 2. Grocott, Lpool. 

Fox, Wm, North Ormesby, York, Grocer. Pet April 6. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, April 21 at 11. Clemmett, jun, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Gibson, John. Congleton, Chester, Sawyer. Pet April5. Brockle- 
burst. Macclesfieid, April 19 at 3. Cooper, Congleton, 

Gough, Geo, Wolverhampton, Stafford,Grocer. Pet March 30. Brown. 
Wolverhampton, April 21 at12, Warde, Wolverhampton. 

Grogen, Geo bradshaw, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet diarch 30 (for 
pau). Kay. Maench, Apri: 20 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Hayes, John, South Ketford, Nottingham, Horse Breaker, Pet April 
5. Newton. East Retford, April 22atl. Cranch, Nottingham. 

Hodson, Geo, Scothern, Lincoln, Carpenter. Pet April 6. Uppleby. 
Lincoln, April 27 at 11. Williams, Lincoln. 

Horspool, Jas, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
April5. Wilde. Bristol, Aprili9 at ll. Press & Inuskip, Bristol ; 
Potter, Cheltenham. 

Howley, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Feb 19. Hime. 
Lyool, Aprii 20 at 2 20. 

Robt, Denbigh, Grocer. Pet April5. Lpool, April 21 at 12. 
Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Hamphrey, Thos, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex, Watchmaker. Pet March 
%. Wangh. Cackfleld, April 19 at 10.30. Rannacies, Brighton. 
Husband, Wm Kobt Andrew, Devenport, Devon, Printer. Pet April 7. 

April 26 at 12.20. Wiworthy & Co, Plymouth, 

Jones, Owen, Ventraeth, Anglesey, Innkeeper, Pet April6. Dew. 

Liangefui, April 22 at il. Jones, Menai-bridge. 











Lawson, Thos Walmsley, & Richd Michell Eastman, Lpool, Ship 
Brokers. Pet April8. Lpool, April 28 at 11. Anderson & Collin. 


Lpool. 

Lee, Geo, Exeter, Licensed Victualler, Pet April 5. Exeter, April 19 
at 12, Floud, Exeter. 

Lloyd, John, Llanfyllin, Montgomery, no occupation. Pet April 6 
Bull. Lianfyllin, April 29 at 1. Pagh, Lianfyllin. 

Lowndes, Josiah, Congleton, Chester, Machinist. Pet April !, Fardell, 
Manch, April 21 at 11. Slater & Co. Manch. 

Maskenzie, Thos, Ettingshall-lane, Wolverhampton, out of business, 
Pet April 6. Brown. Wolverhampton, April 21 at 12, Welch, 


ley. 
mann. Jrs, Prison2r for Debt, Walton. Adj Oct 13, Lpool, April 
2 


23 at 12. 

Millership, Thos, jun, Alfreton, Darby, Mine Agent. Pet April 7, 
Leeds, April 21 at 2. Smith & Burdekin, Shey eld. 

Morisons, Eugene, & Hy Versluys, SwanSea, Glamorgan, Ship 
Chandlers. Pet April5. Wilde. Bristol, Apyj] 19 at 11, Ingleden 
& Ince, Cardiff; Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Pearce, Chas, Harleston, Norfolk, Publican, Pet April 5. Lyus, 
Harleston, April 21 at 10. Stanley, Norwich. 

Pitt, Ellen, Sheffield, Theatrical Manageress. Pet April 7. Leeds, 
April 21 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Rose, David, jun, Goldthorn-hill, Stafford, Colliery Clerk. Pet April 
. Brown. Wolverhampton, April 21 at 12, Duignan, Walsall. 
Soanes, Robt, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Butcher. Pet April 6. Chater. 

Lowestoft, April 21 at 12. Archer, Lowestoft. 

Stokes, Jas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj Jan 18. Lpool, 
April 22 at tl. 

Stone, Thos, Derby, Fishmonger. Pet April 5. Tudor. Birm, April 
27 at li. Gamble, Derby. 

Turner, Geo, Keighley, York, Labourer. Pet April 7. Keighley, 
April 21 at 3. Robinson, Keighley. 

Walker, Jas, Bradford, York, Market Gardener. Pet April 6. Brad- 
ford, April 23 at 9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Walker, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 18. Postleth- 
waite. Ulverston, April 19 at 10. 

Walton, Geo, Bioxwich, Stafford, Hair Drésser. Pet March 18. Wal- 
call, April 26 at 12. Bowen, Bilston, 

Tvespay, April 13, 1869. 
To Surrender in London, 

Baker, Emanuel, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 10. April 28 
ati. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Berenfeldt, Abraham, St George's-st, 8t George’s-in-the-East, Whole- 
sale Clothier. Pet April5. Murray. April 26 at 12. Van & Co, 
King-st, Cheapside. 

Boaler, Esther Matilda, Hanover-st, Hanover-sq, no business. Pet 
April 8. Murray. April 26 at Il. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, 
Cannon-st. 

Brand, Arthur, Brunswick-ter, Westbourne-grove West, Paddington, 
Licensed Victualer, Pet April 1, April28 at2. Tanqueray & Co, 
New Broad-st. 

Broom, Wm, Central-st, City-rd, Wheelwright. Pet April 7. April 
28atll. Hicks, Strand. 

Bryam, Wm, Gt Western-ter, Paddington, Stone Merchant, Pet 
April l. Murray. April l9at 11. Terry, King-st, Cheapside. 

Clark, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 1 (for pau), 
Roche, April2?6atil. Hicks, Strand. 

Clement, John, Clarges-st, Mayfair, Carpenter. Pet April9. Murray. 
April 26 at 11, Marshal), Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Cepus, Henry Robinson, Guildford, Surrey, Non-trader. Pet April5. 
Pepys. May6at 1. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Crudge, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 9 (fur pan). 
Pepys. May 6 at 12. Plunkett, Gutter-lane. 

Cullis, Jas, jun, Bedford-row, Stockwell, Railway Porter. Pet April8. 
Murray. April 26 atl!. Child, Oid Jewry-chambers, 

Easey, Jas, New North-rd, Islington, Cheesemonger. Adj March 20. 
Murray. Apri! 26 at12. Kimber, Gt Winchester-bldgs. 

Edwards, Geo Owen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 7 (for pau). 
Brougham, April 28 at 12. Hicks, Strand. 

Emerton, Fras, Arthur-st, Trevor-sq, Knightsbridge, Dairyman. Pet 
April9. Marray. April 26at11. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Ferris, John Pardoe, Billiter-sq, Engineer. Pet March 25 (for pau), 

Pepys. April 30 at}. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Grimshaw, Jas, Staines, Jockey. Pet April9. Murray, May 3 at ll, 
Cnidley, Old Jewry. 

Hammond, Hy John, Hornchurch, Essex, Builder. Pet April 2 (for 
pau). Brougham, April 26 at2. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Hart, Chas Faulkner, High-st, Woolwicli, Coach Builder. Pet April 6. 
Pepys. April 30 at 12, Pook, Lawrance Pountney-hill. 

Holmes, Geo, Church-passage, Guildbal!, Builder. Pet April 7, Pepys. 
April 30 at 2, Philbrick, Basinghall-st, 

Jack, Jas Vernon, Emmett-st, Poplar, Merchants’ Clerk. Pet April 
6. April 26 ati. Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Jackson, Swinscho, Long-acre, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 6. 
April 26 atl, Ablett, Cambridge-ter, Hyde-park. 

Keison, Hy, Southampton, Tailor. Pet April 10. Pepys, May 6 at 12. 
Guy, Southampton. 

Knight, Chas, Kingston-on-Thames, Beershop Keeper, Pet April 7. 
Pepys. April 30at 1. Strutt, Adelphi-ter, Strand, 

Lambert, Martha, Okeford Fitzpaine, Dorset, Farmer. Pet April 10, 
April 28 at 1, Marston, Friday-st; Atkinson, Blandford. 

Matts, Joseph, Prisoner fur Debt, London. Pet April 6 (for pau). 
Pepys. Aprils0 at 2. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Melbourn, Geo, Leadenhali-st, Merchant, Pet March 24. May 5 at 
12, Thomas & Ho!lams, Mincing-lane. 

Morris, Thos John, Hewlett-rd, Old Ford, Hardware Factor. Pet 
April9. Pepys. April30at12. Hicks, Strand. 

Parsons, Thos, Blythe-rd, Stratford, Railway Clerk, Pet April 8. 
Pepys. April 30«t ll. Barron, Queen-st, 

Phillips, Edwd Grendon, Broad-green, Croydon, out of business. Pet 
Aprils, April 28 at 12. Godfrey, Hatton-garden, 

Pitkin, Joseph, Tring, Hertford, out of business, Pet April 10. Pepys. 
May 6 ati. Hembery, Staples inn, Holborn, 

Price, Wm Martin Roberts, Southampton-bidgs, Chance lane, 
an Pet April6, Pepys. April 20 at 1. Sweeting, Gray’s- 
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ts, Wm Edwd, Inkerman-rd, Kentish-town, Solicitor’s Clerk. 
Pet April 9. April 28at l2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st, 
Rathven, Geo, Albert-ter, Upton-rd, St John’s Wood, Baker. Pat 
April 9. April 23 at 12.’ Wilding, Titchborne-st, Edgware-rd. 
Smith, Wm, Garnault-pl, Clerkenwell, out of business. Pet April 10. 
Pepys. May6atl2. Greaves, Essex-st, Strand. 
Thurtle, John, East Raxton, Norfolk, Farm Labourer. Pet April 10. 
Murray. April 26 at 12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. _ 
White, Fredk, Harwich, Essex, Draper. Pet April 1. April 28at 2. 
Davidson & Co, Basinghall-st, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj Feb 13. Cun- 
a ny Gessean April 24at 10. Cardinall, Halstead. 
Andrew, Saml, Alt Edge, Lancaster, Waste Dealer, Pet April8. Hall. 
Ashton-under-Lyne, April 26 at 11. Bent, Manch, : 
Bedford, Geo, lo oe Pet April8. Hime. Lpool, April 23 
2, Lupton, Lpool. 
Bike, Wm -, Sheffield, Manager of Steel Works. Pet April 8. Wake. 
Sheffield, April 28 at 1. Fernell, Sheffield. 
Bird, John {Searby, Alford, Lincoln, Baker, Pet April 7, Walker. 
Spilsby, April 22 at 10. Walker, Alford. 
Brownlow, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber Merchant, Pet March 
18. Leeds, April 28at 12. Lightfoot & Co, Hull. ‘ 

Brownlow, Geo, & Eshener Brownlow, Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber 

Merchants. Pet March 27. Leeds, April 28 at 12. Nelson & Co, 
Leeds. 

Caffrey, Wm, Bristol, Commercial Agent. Pet April 9. Harley. 
Bristol, April 23 at 12. Benson & Elletson. ; 

Carter,. Wm. Thornhill Lees, York, out of business. Pet April 8, 
Nelson. Dewsbury, April 29 at 3. Harle, Leeds. 

Crabtree, Joseph, & Geo Newall, Bradford, York, Cotton Yarn Agents, 
Pet April 2. April 26 at tl. Simpson, Leeds. ; 

Davies, Geo, Hulme, Lancaster, Furniture Remover. Pet April 8. Hul- 
ton. Salford, May 1 at 9.30. Mann, Manch. 

Dawson, Robt, Manch, Corn Dealer. Pet Aprill0. Macrae. Manch, 
April 29 at 12. Lamb, Manch. 

Dickinson, John Stott, Halifax, York, Yeast Dealer. Fet April 10. 
Rankin. Halifax, April 23at 10. Thomas, Halifax. 

Donkin, Geo Fredk, Southampton, Grocer. Pet April 8. Thorndike. 
Southampton, April 2] at 12, Mackey, Southampton. 

Eyres, Geo, Brandon, Suffolk, Carpenter. Pet April 19. Clarke. 
Thetford, April 27 at 12. Walpole, Northwold. ‘ 

Ford, Jas, Bridgewater, Somerset, Labourer, Pet April7. Lovibond. 
Bridgewater, April 28 at 10. Cook, jun, Bridgewater. 

Gillies, John, Manch, Trader. Pet April 3. Fardell. Manch, April 28 
at 12, Sutton & Elliott, Manch, 

Gilkes, John, Henley, Oxford, Cattie Dealer. Pet April 9. Mercer. 
Henley-on-Thames, April 29 at 10. Smith, Reading. 

Goodale, Benj, Elm, Cambridge, Potatoe Dealer. Pet April 10. Met- 
calfe. Wisbech, April 29 atll. Ollard, Upwell. 

Hattersley, Robt Parkes, & Joseph Hattersley, Brizhouss, York, Mill. 
wrights, Pet Aprill0, Leeds, April 26 at 11. Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. 

Higgins, Thos,. Walsal!, Stafford,Grocer. Pet April8. Walsall, April 
2% at 12. Glover, Walsall. 

Hill, Thos, Cadishead, L ter, Surgeon. Pet April 9. Hulton. 
Salford, May | at 9.30. Hampson, Manch. 

Johnson, John Thos, Maindee, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet April 7. 
Roberts. Newport, April 26atl. Pain, Newport. : 

Jones, Thos, Llangollen, Denbigh, Barman. Pet April 8. Reid. 
Wrexham, April 28 at1l. Sherratt, Wrexham. ’ 

Kelson, Joseph, Maindee, Monmouth, Baker. Pet April 7. Roberts. 
Newport, April 26 atl. Farr & Wade, Newport. ; 

Rent, Robt, Hastings, Sussex, out of business. Pet April 9. Young, 
Hastings, April 24at11. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Kay, Jas, Longton, Stafford, out of businsss. Pet April6, Keary. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, April 24 atll. Ward, Longton. 

Lambert, Joseph, King’s Norton, Worcester, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet April 8. Hill. Birm, April 28 at 12. Walford, Birm. 

Lawley, John, Taplow, Buckingham, no business. Pet April 10. 
Darvill. Windsor, April 24at 11. Smith, Windsor. 

lewis, Hy, Newbury, Berks, out of business, Pet April 7, Vines. 
Newbury, April 24at 11. Cave, Newbury. 

Patrick, Lpvol, Cotton Dealer. Pet April 9, Lpool, April 28 
atll. Etty, Lpool, : . a 

Maggs, Paul, Bristol, Bookbinder. Pet AprilS. Wilde. Bristol, April 
83 .at}1. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Mann,John King, Plymouth, Devon, Accountant. Pet April 6. 
Exeter, April 26 at 12.30. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth; Flond, 


Exeter. 

Marsh, Joseph, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet April 12, Lpool, 
April 30 at 12, Evans & Lockett, Lpool. i 

M‘Minn, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet April 6 (for pau). Kay. 
Manch, May 7 at 9.30. Walmsly, Manch. 

Mellor, John, & Mark Mellor, Hyde, Chester, Machinists, Pet April 
9, Macrae. Manch, April 23 at 12. Drinkwater’s, Hyde; Reddish, 
Manch, 

Morgan, Rees, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. Pet March 18, 
Wilde. Bristol, April 24 at 11, Simons & Piews, Merthyr ; Press 
& Inskip, Bristol. . 

Newton, Wm, Tiverton, Devon, Butcher. Pet April 9. Daw, jun. 
Tiverton, April 23 at 11. Clarke & Payne, Tiverton, 

Nichol, Sarah Ann, Mold-green, York, Innkeeper. Pet April 10. 
Leeds, April 26 ot 11. Olough, Huddersfield; Bond & Barwick, 
Leed: 


3. 

Norman, Edwiv, Northampton, Butcher. PetApril 6. Dennis. 
Northampton. April 24 at 10. Becke, Northampton. 

Oates, John, Willington, Durham, Joiner. Pet April 8. Gibson, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April 23 at 12. Thompson & Lisle, Durham, 

Oxford, Wm, Hartlepool, Durham, Merchant's Clerk. Pet April 5. 
Gibson. Newoastle-upon-Tyne, April 23 at 12. Turnbull & Bell, 
West Hartlepool. 

Peters, Wm, Pontypool, Monmouth, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet April 9. 
Edwards, Pontypool, May 3 at tl. Lioyd, Ponty; 





Potts, Benj, Addington, York, Stonemason, Pet April 7. Carr. 
Skipton, April 22 at1ll. Barret, Otley. 

Procktor, Jas Eckley, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 27. 
Wilde. Bristol, April 24 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Roberts, Robt, Tymawr, Llanddona, Anglesey, Farmer. Pet April 8. 
Lpool, April 24 at 12. Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Ross, Michael, Manch, Boot Maker. Pet April 8. Kay. Manch, May 
7 at 9.30. Walmsley, Manch. 

Savage, Edwin, Bath, Somerset, Milliner. Pet April5. Smith. Bath, 
April 20 at1l. M‘Carthy, Bath. 

Skempton, Saml, Northampton, Rivetter. Pet April 9. Dennis. 
Northampton, April 24 at 10. Becke, Northampton. . 
Slater, Joseph, Rawmarsh, York, Grocer. Pet April9. Leeds, April 

21 at 12. Turner, Sheffield. 

Smith, Wa, fe. Wigan, Lancaster, out of business. Pet April 10. 
Fardell. anch, April 28 at 12. Minor, Manch, 

Stevens, Robt, Stewkley, Buckingham, Cattle Dealer. Pet April 8. 
Hearn. Buckingham, April 23 at 10. Neve, Luton. 

Taylor, Richardson, Darlington, Durham, Provision Merchant. Pet 
April7. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April 23 at 12. Hoyle & 
Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Thornton, Joseph, Hopton, York, Grocer. Pet Aprii 9. Leeds, April 
26at 11. Scholes & Brearey, Dewsbury ; Simpson, Leeds. 

Vaughan, Thos, Lpool, Tailor. Pet April 10. Lpool, April 28 at 12. 
Forrest, Lpool. 

Waltor, Wm Knight, & John Wm Harper, Leeds, Carriers. Pet 
April 10. Leeds, April26 at11. Dunning& Kave, Leeds. 

Weaver, Thos, Penzance, Cornwall, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Pet 
April6. Borlase. Penzance, April 20 atll. Roscola, jun. 

Wyatt, Geo, Plymouth, Devon, Auctioneer. Pet April 12. Exeter, 
April 26 at 12.30. Brian, Plymouth. 

Young, Joseph, Rumworth, Lancaster, Bookkeeper. Pet April 8. 
Holden. Bolton, April 28 at 10, Walton, Blackburn. 

Young, Hy, Guildford, Surrey, Harness Maker. Pet April 6. Marshall. 
Guildford, April 2iat 3. White, Dane’s-ina, Strand. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, April 9, 1869, 
Galwey, St John Dupond, Bombay, Capt. 96th Regiment, April 5. 
Tcespay April 13, 1863. 


Brook, Hy Geo, Huddersfield, York, Sharebroker. March 12. 
Downes, Edwd, Wyke, Salop, Farming Bailiff. Apri! 7. 








( ; RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

— may be made in the first instance according to the following 
rm :— 


Date...... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i.¢., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other peyments) 
Security (state shortly the particu’ars of security, and, if land or build- 
tngs , state the net annual income). 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than anyother house. List 

of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 

Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 


Proposat FoR Loan ON MortcGaces, 











to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's. 

£8. d 22.4 £2.42 £4. @ 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oandl 1s 0 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto .......se022 1 0 Oandl 10 0 112 a 11 6 
Table Spoons .........6.. 110 Oand1l Is 0 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto .........-.. 1 0 OQand1 10 0 112 0 11 @ 
Tea Spoons ...0..eesee0e. O12 QandO ls 0 1 0 150 


2 

Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
XLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 183. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
savory Table Knives, }4s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d, and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and i0s, All ware 


ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, aad 
prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 

,&u. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked f2 plain 
ures at the same iow prices for which their establishment bas been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carciage free 


ail, 
wits RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, VONDOY, 





pool. 
Postlethwaite, Richd, =n Lancasbire, Farmer. Pet April 10. 
Fardell, Manch, April 28 at 1. Gardner, Manch. 


Opposite Somerset Housa. 





| 
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SPECIAL NOTICH. 


THE LAW UNION INSURANCE 
COMPANY 


NOW GRANTS 
WHOLE WORLD AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 
AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 








This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
of the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of the 


Annual Premium. 
To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 
Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 


The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured the 
benefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices. 





LOANS GRANTED ON LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WiTH LIFE ASSURANCES. 
Forms of Proposal and Prospectuses, &c., may be had on application to 


FRANK McGEDY, 


126, Chancery-lane. Actuary and Secretary. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and TO COUNTRY SOLICITORS. 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, POTTISWOODE & CO., New-street-square, and 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 30, Parliament-street, London, beg to call attention to their 


y ’ rs eat facilities for LAW COPYING, STATIONERY, PRINTING, and 
ENRY GREEN (many years W ith the late George LITHOGRAPHY, whereby documents received by the morning’s 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of | | oct are returned the same evening. 
Legal oe to the advantages of his se 9 en of —— D 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., | < vi’ 
and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- | ag el OCS 4 ae B'S 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. | TRON * 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference. par ESTABLISHED A.D. 1700. : 
Dees -Crecees Table er ae go of —_ and fiaish, 
a | DEANE’S—Electro-plated Spoons and Forks, best manufacture. 
N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S | DEANE’S—Electro-plated Tea & Coffee Sets, Liqueur Stands, Cruets, &e. 
APRIL LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed DEANE’S—Dish Covers and Hot Water Dishes, Covers, in Sets, from 18s. 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, . DEANE’S—Papier-maché Tea Trays, in Sets, from 2ls., newest patterns, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments gene- | DEANE’S—Bronzed Tea and Coffve Urns, with patent improvements. 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., | DEANE’S—Copper and Brass Goods, Kettles, Stew and Preserving Pans. 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the May | DEANE’S—Moderator and Rock Oil Lamps, alarge and handsome stock. 
List must be received by the 28th April at latest. | DEANE’S—Domestic Bathsfor every fee poo Bath-rooms fitted complete, 
—- - winds scsi pee Sa ene agg rh inal — Leggett — 
>in ta ~ | DEANE’3—Bedsteads, in Iron and Brass. Bedding of superior quality. 
INE DRY PALE SHERRY, 303. per doz., D. G. | DEANE’S—Register Stoves, London-made Kitcheners, Scuieen be. 
, Gordon’s shipping. Splendid Golden Sherry, Fernandez and | DEANE’S—Cornices and Cornice Poles, a great-variety of patterns. 
Ramo’s shipping, 30s. Port, 30s. Creaming Champagne, 42s. Six | DEANE’S -Tin and Japan Goods, Iron Ware, and Culinary Utensils. 














bottles, 21s.; pints, 25s. First quality Wines. | DEANE’S—Turnery, Brushes, Mats, &c., strong and serviceable. 
Havana Cigars—La Patria, 30s. El Principe de Gales, 40s. per 100 | DEANE’S—Horticultural Tools, Lawn Mowers, Garden Rollers, &c. 
Continental Palmas, 15s. Concha Londres, l#s. Carriage paid. DEANE’S—Gas Chandvliers, Newly designed Patterns. 
Cellars stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest possible charges | New Illustrated Catalogue, with Priced Furnishing List, gratis and 
for cash—25 doz., 27s.; 50, 25s,; 100, 24s. Port, Sherry, or Champagne post free. 
all Port or Sherry; or assorted. A discount of five per cent. for cash payments of £2 and upwards. 
ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. DEANE & CO. (46, King William-street), LONDON-BRIDGE. 





R? 265, STRAND ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
ay . pole S ik AN D. I MINUTES, and ms tae Printing, executed with seangttiale 


“If I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the agreeable and at moderate charges by 





accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 

house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you om YATES & ALEXAN DER, 

wash down the roast beef of uld England with excellent Burgundy, at AW PRINTERS, 

two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle for a 7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 

shilling.””—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 410. ence 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in ATES AND ALEXANDER, 

London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., Is, 6d. PRINTERS, 





7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, E.C. 


’ , sa! , 
ILNERS: sT RONG HOLDFAST and FIRE Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
RESISTING SAFES, Chests, Doors, and Strong Rooms, with | Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
the progressive and recent improvements effected afver half # century's Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
experience, effectually guard against Fire and Burglars.—Liverpool, | Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Korms. 
Manchester, Sheffield, leeds, Hull, and 47a, Moorgate-strect, City, Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
don. General Printing. 











